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tarism look like pacifism. That unavoidable, actual burden
should be weighed in the balance against the possible burdens
of the treaty which Senators have been conjuring up.

“In any cage, we are not in reality going to get along without
the world. Why, then, not try to get along with it?"

RECESS.

Mr. CUMMINS. I move that the Senate take a recess until
12 o'clock to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o'clock and 45 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Friday, De-
cember 5, 1919, at 12 o’clock meridian.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Taursvay, December 4, 1919.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order
by the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WarLsH,

The Chaplain, lev. Henry N. Couden, D. D,, offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Our Father in heaven, Thou hast permi us to pass
through the seourge of a world-wide war, attended with the loss
of millions of lives, millions of wounded and scarred men,
millions of heartaches, and billiong of dollars, to teach us the
beauty of peace and hrotherly love, the pearl of great price.

Have we learned the lesson? God grant that we may have,
that war may come no more,

When winds are raging o'er the upper ocean,
And billows wild eontend with angry roar,
*Tis said, far down beneath the wild eommotion,

That peaceful stillness reigneth evermore.

Far, far away the roar of passion dieth,
And loving thoughts rise calm and peacefully,
And no rude storm, how fierce soe'er it flieth,
Disturbs the soul that dwells, O Lord, in thee.

So to the heart that knows thy love, O Purest,
There is a temple, sacred evermore,

And all the babble of life’s angry volces
Dies in hushed stillness at its peaceful door.

8o may it be with Thy children. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

SIX MONTHS' PAY TO DEPENDENTS OF REGULAR ABMY MEN,

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The BPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Alr. ANTHONY, Isa vote now pending on the bill which was
under consideration yesterday when the Houge adjourned?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question having
been ordered, the vote will come on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. Braxton] to recommit; and that is
the business now in order.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present.
Evidently no quorum is present.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, why not vote upon
this motion to recommit, and save one roll call?

Mr. CRAGO. Mr. Speaker, would not that be an automatic
roil call?

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, a point of no quornm having
been made, and the Chair having found that no guornm is
present, I move a eall of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wyoming
moves a call of the House,

Mr, BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, a point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. The House having divided yesterday on the
motion to recommit, is not the vote now, under the point of
order, on the motion to recommit?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. In the first place, the House did
not divide.

Mr. BLANTON., Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon. I beg
to call the Chair's attention to the fact that the House did
divide. The Speaker announced, “All in favor of this motion
say ‘aye,” and the House was dividing when the point of no
quorum was made, Regardless of what the Recorp shows, that
is the fact. The Heuse had divided.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The REcorp shows that the
Speaker pro tempore stated :

The questicn is on the motion to recommit.
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Thereupon Mr. BLANTON rose and said:

Mr. Speaker, on that motion to recommit I ask for the yeas and nays,
and pending that I make the point of Bo gquorum present.

The Chair would rule that under the circumstances the House
was not dividing,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, T ask that the REcorp be cor-
rected to show the facts according to the reporter's notes,

Mr. MANN of Illinois. The Recorp does show the fact.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request is not in order,
The question now before the House is on the motion to order a
call of the House,

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed to

answer to their names:

Ayres Fairfield Kahn SBanders, N. Y,
Bacharach Ferris Keller Schall
Barbour Flood Kendall Scott
Barkley Fuller, Mass, iKennedy, R. I Beully
Bee Gallivan Kettney Benrs
Black Gandy King Sells
Blackmon Garland Kraus Btegel.
Bland, Ind. Garner Kreider SS01
Bland, Mo, Goldfogle LaGuardia lem
Booher Goodal Langley fmith, Mieh
Briggs Goodwin, Ark. Luhri Smith, N. Y.
Britten Gould leClintie teagal
Candler Graham, Pa, cKeown Stedman
Carnway Hadleg cLane Btecle
Carter Hami MeLaughlin, Mlcb.hteﬁhens. Ohio
Christopherson  Hamilton Major Bto
Classon Hardﬂ.o'rcx. Manpsfield Btrong, Kans,
Cole Harrison Mead Bullivan
Collier Haskell Merritt Bumners, Tex,
Cooper Hefiin Miller Bwee
Crowther Hernandez Montague Taylor, Ark.
Dallinger Hersman Moore, Pa. Thompson
Davey ickey Morin vare
Davis, Tenn. Hill Mudd Venable
Denison Hoch Hurph& Voigt
Dent Howard Nicholls, 8. C. Volstead
Donovan Huddleston Nichols, Mich, Ward
Dooling i Iuds]}eu: Nolan Waszon
Doremus Hull, Towa O’Connor Webster
Dowell Humphreys Olney Wheeler
Dunn e Osborne White, Kang,
Dupré acoway Overstreet Winslow
Eg‘l guﬂues Ky, Ram‘:eyer Y Ise e

e ohnson, Ky. avis oung, Tex.
Edmonds Johnson, 8. Dak. Rowan Zihlman
Ellsworth Johnston, N, Y.  Rubey
Elston Jones, Pa. Sanders, Ind.
Esch Jones, Tex, Sanders, La.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

On this call 286 Members have

answered to their names, a quorum.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings under the eall.

The motion was agreed to.

The doors were opened.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. Should the douse be able to maintain the
quornm which has lately answered to their names when called,
then the only way by which the Members of the House can go
on record “yea™ or “nay" upon the motion to recommit
would be for the House to order the yeas and nays on the
motion to recommit, which would thus place every Member on
record for or against the proposition. Is not that the fact?

The SPEARER pro tempore. If a sufficient number of the
House——

Mr. BLANTON. Remain present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Express their desire for a
call of the yeas and nays.

Mr. BLANTON. And that would be one-fifth of the Members
present?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes, The Chair lays before
thne House the unfinished business, which the Clerk will report

y title,

The Clerk read as follows:

§. 2497, An act to provide for the payment of six months’ pay to the
widow, children, or pther d ated dependent relative of any officer or
enlisted man of the Regular Army whose denth results from wounds or
disease not the result of his own misconduct,

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the motion to
recommit.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, upon that I demand the yeas
and nays.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the motion to recommit.

The SPEAKER pro ftempore. The gentleman from Kansas
moves the previous question on the motion to recommit.

The previous question was ordered,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, T demand the yeas and nays
on the motion to recommit,
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
demands the yens and nays on the motion to recommit. Those
in favor of ordering the yeas and nays will rise and stand
until eounted. [After counting.] ISighteen Members have
risen, not a sufficient number.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that a call
of the House has just been had and that 286 Members answered
to their names. It is evident that 18 is not a sufficient number
to secure a call of the roll on the motion to recommit. The
question is on the motion fo recommit.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mu.
Branton) there were—ayes 36, noes 191.

Sa the motion to recommit was rejected.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage
of the bill

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an-
nounced that the ayes seemed to have it.

Mr. BLANTON. Division, Mr, Speaker.

The House proceeded to divide.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, on this vote I ask for the yeas
and nays. I will not get them, but I ask for them just the same,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of ordering the
yeas and nays will rise and stand until they are counted. Six
gentlemen have risen, not a sufficient number, and the bill is
pﬂM r. BLANTON. No, Mr. Speaker; we have not had the nega-
tive. We have had the affirmative vote, and I would like for the
Chair to put the negative vote. The yeas and nays were called
for, the affirmative vote was taken, but the negative had not
been put.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those opposed will rise. On
this vote the yeas are 201 and the nays are 11.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order of
no quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
makes the point of order of no quorum. The Chair will count.
[After counting.] Two hundred and fifty-one Members are pres-
ent, a quorum, and the bill is passed.

On motion of Mr. GeeeNe of Vermont, a motion to reconsider
the vote by whieh the bill was passed was laid on the table.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. HULINGS. DMr. Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore, IFor what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. HULINGS. I desire to ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp a petition from many citizens of Penn-
sylvania respecting the railroad bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Penn-
gylvania asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks by
printing in the Recoep a petition signed by citizens of Penn-
gylvania in respect to the railroad bill. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the right to object.

AMr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard.

Mr. TIMBERLAKE, Mr, Speaker——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the
gentleman rise?

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks by printing in the Recorp two short
resolutions, one of them by the post of the American Legion
in Colorado and the other from the organization of Elks. They
are patriotie in their nature, and I believe sheuld be printed in
the RECORD.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp resolutions from
the American Legion in Colorado and the Order of Elks. Is
there objection?

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
1 desire to ask the gentleman a question. Are these with refer-
ence to the present so-called industrial unrest?

Mr. TIMBERLAKE, They are and caused by the activity of
Socialists, Bolshevists, and the I, W. .

Mr, BLANTON. Are they for or against Bolshevism? [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. The organizations from which they
&ome should be a sufficient warrant to the gentleman from

exins,

Mr. BLANTON. In most places of the country that would be
true—-in probably 97 out of 100 per cent of the cases—but I am
sorry to say that even in the Army, and from a citizen holding
a prominent position, hailing from the great State of Colorado,
there have crept the principles of Bolshevism——

Mr, DYER. Mr, Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is heard.

NOMINATIONS FOR COMMITTEES,

Mr, KITCHIN. Mr, Speaker, I make the following motion
to fill vacancies on committees.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
motion,

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. KiTcHIN moves the election of the following-named gentlemen as
members of the following committees :

HATTON W. SUMNERS, of Texas, Committee on the Judieclary.

PerER F. T.muc of Massachusetts, Committee on the Post Office amd
l'iost Roads and Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Jus-
tice.

LiLivs BraTtToN RAIXEY, of Alabama, Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization and Committee on Colnagc. Weights, and Measures.

Epwarp Cor MaxN, of South Carclina, Committeg on Public Build-
ings and Grounds and Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

*uinte HENRY StoLn, of South Carolina, Committee on War Claims
and Committee on Reform in the Civil Service.

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Speaker, n mistake was made in
typewriting, and I wish to substitute the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, instead of the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads, for PETER F, TAGUE, of Massachusetts.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North
Carolina asks to modify his motion by inserting the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds instead of the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads as the committee to which the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Tacue] is nominated. Is
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The
question is on the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to,

RE-REFERENCE.

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous
consent for the re-reference of a letter from the Secretary of
War addressed to the Speaker of the House on November 19.
This letter was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.
It relates to claims and credit accounts of certain Army officers.
The House Committee on Military Affairs decided it had no
jurisdiction. The Committee on Claims desires to exercise that
2}1}1‘1’ sdiction and asks that it be re-referred to the Committee on

aims.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansns
asks unanimous consent for a re-reference of a communieation
from the Secretary of War from the Committee on Military
Affairs to the Committee on Claims. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen-
tleman rise?

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to renew my
request for an extension of remarks by incorporating in the
Recorp the resolutions I mentioned awhile ago.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recomrn
by printing certain resolutions passed by the American Legion
of Colorado and the Order of Elks of that State. Is there ob-
jection?

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, does
not the gentleman know that practically every Member of the
House has similar petitions presented to him?

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. There have been no petitions similar
to these presented, to my knowledge; otherwise I would not
have presented them.

Mr. GARD. I am entirely in sympathy with what the gentle-
man wants to do, but the rules of the House provide for.tha
filing of these petitions in an orderly and proper way. Now,
to say that one Member may come in with two petitions, of
which possibly every other Member has duplicate copies——

Mr. BAER. Mr. Speaker, regular order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Regular order is demanded.
Is there objection?

Mr. SNELL. I object.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows:

To Mr. McKrowr, for three days, on account of illness,

To Mr. Kixg (at the request of Mr. Brooxs of Illinois), for
20 days, on account of important business.

To Mr. Sumsers of Texas (at the request of Mr. RayBurn),
on accountk of sickness in his family.

WHEAT AND CORN MILL PRODUCTS.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas
submits a privileged report from the Committee on Rules, which
the Clerk will report.

The Clerk will report the
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The Clerk read as follows:

Ifeuse resolution 469,

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoptien of this rule the House
shall resolve itself inte Committee of the le Elouse on the state of
the Union for the consideration of H. R. 9735, a bill te establish
the standard of weights and measures for wheat ce'rrr mifl prodwets.
'Fliat thepe shall De twe and ene-half hours of gemeral hhh, ene-balf
10 be eonirelled by the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. VESTAL, and ome-
Lalf to be controlled by the gentleman from Oh o, Mr. ASHBROOK. .'{-l}at‘
at the conclusion of the general debate the bill shall be read for a
ments under the five-minute rule, thereupon the committee 1} rise
and report the Lill to the House with a dments, if any have been
agrmd to, that the previcus qurestion mn considered as ordered on

bill and all nmendments thereto te final passwvge withent interven-
ing motion, except aone metion to r

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. 3r. Speaker, the resofution is
for the purpose of bringing befere the House at fhis time for
consideration the bill indiested, for standardizing the packages
im which wheat and corn produets are placed.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Fer a question.

My, WINGO. This bill provides for stamdards of 5 and
multiples of 5, or, rather, divigions of 100 pounds. Now, if this
bill passes, those mills that have from time lmmemerial used
the old standaris ef 8, 12, 24, 48, and 96, and the standard
harrels of 196 pounmsds, will have to change their standards if
their goods go through interstate commeree.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Bat the trouble i3 there is now
no standard of 196 pounds.

Mr. WINGO. There Is no standard by Federal statute, but
there is the universal enstom in most parts of the country.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Eansas. In seme of the Siates the stand-
ard ig 196, and in other States it is 200, and fhe confusion has
given rise to the necessity for this legislation. I understand the
milleys of the eountry, beth those engaged in the production
:{h flour and the preduction of ecorn products, are in favor of

hill.

Mr. WINGO. In other words, those whe happen to be using
the old standard in @ great many of the States will have to eon-
form to this new Federal standard. In ether words, {lie Fed-
eral Government is going to tetl them the size of eontainer in
whicl they will have to put up their flour.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Certminly.

Mr. WINGO. Does the gentleman intend te bring in a bill
standardizing clothes and fhe color of ties and socks, and all
that sort of thing?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No. That is another matter;
that will probably not be brought before the House.

Mr. WINGO. There will be proposed a standard fer babies
next.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. My understanding is that Con-
gress is deing this fer ithe purpose of establishing a standard
throughout the land and that it does not apply to articles im
interstate eommerce.

Mr. CAMPRELL of Kansas. Mz, Speaker, I have no disposi-
tion to discuss the pewers of Congress fe d’eﬁl with this ques-
tien. There is no gquestion abeout it. Congress is authorized to
regulate standards of weights and measures throughout the
country, and this resolution is for the purpose of giving the
House the opportunity to de it now.

Mr. CRAMTON. WIll the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, I will yield.

Mr. CRAMTON. It is the understanding of the gentleman
that this bill is intended to have application to goods in intra-
state as well as interstnte commerce?

Afr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; certainiy.

Mr. CRAMTON. That appears to be the understanding of
the Burean of Stamdards, and ¥ think it would be under the
provisions of the eenﬁltuﬁen the gentleman refers to..

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas I think se.

Mr. GARD. Wil the gentleman 3ield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansast. I yield for a question.

Mr. GARD. Is the bill H. IRR. 9755 a similar Bill te the Bill
H. It. 4782, en which hearings were had?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Ransps. I am informed that it is the
same b1k

Mr. GARD. The same DIll2

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am so informed.

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Tennesses [Mr.
GARRETT]-

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Spenlker, thisx reselution is reported
unanimeusly from the Committee om Rules, and it was repre-
sented to the Committee o Rules that the bill which it makes
in order was a unanimous repert of the commiftee. The pur-
pose of the legislation seems to he very good, ndeed; and there
is undeubtedly a strong demand for it fromy the millihg interests
of the eountry.

Mr. STEVENSON, Will the gentleman yield for = question?¥

Mr, GARRETT. I wilL

Mr. STEVENSON. It has just been stated over here that thig
bill will regnlate the packages in whieh flour and these prod-
uets can be sold in intrastate commeree as well as interstate
COMMIerce.

Mr, GARRETT. Yes; that is my oaderstanding.

Mr, STEVENSON, I want to ask the gentleman if he thinks
Congress has the power to take away from the State the right
to prescribe the packages that are sold within the State and
whieh never go inte interstate commerce?

Mr. GARRETT. Yes. The Constitution of the United States
provides that Congress may fix standarls of weights and meas-
ures.

Mr. STEVENSON. It may fix them in any kind of eommeree
or just in interstate commerce?

Mr. GARRETT. No; it has a general power.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. I will.

Mr. WINGO. There iy quite a distinetion between fixing the
standards of weights and measares and fixing the standard sizes
of packages. If you eam do this, then we can fix the standard
sizes of ladies” hats, can we not?

Mr. GARRETT. I do not care to go imte the refinements of
that. [Laughter.] The power is generally given under the
Constitution fo fix standards of weights and measures,

Mr. WINGOL. Yes, of welghts and measwres; to fix stamdards
of them, but net to apply them; net to fell how the standard
ghall be apptied to containers. 'There is quite & distinction.

Mr. GARRETT. Whatever the situation may be—and I do
not eare to go inte & discussion of the legislation—there is just
one thing that I desire te call attention te, Mr. Speaker, and that
is this—

Mr, CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me
to interrupt before lie goes into that?

YMr. GARRETT. Yes; I yleld to the gemtleman from New
ork.

Mr. CALDWELL. I wanted to ask the gentleman if there
was pending before the Commiiftee on Rales any request for a
rule of more importance than this one?

Mr. GARRETT. Well, T do not know. This aml one other
were the only ones that were taken up for consideratton—that is,
for action—by the Committee on Rules this morning. It was
stated that without this there would be no business to-day.

Mr, LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT. Yes

Mr. LINTHICUM. I wanted to ask why In section 1 a dis-
tinetion was made between——

Mr. GARRETT. Is the gentleman asking me about the bilt?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. T had nothing to do with the framing of the
legislation, and probably could not give the gentlemun a satis-
factory answer. He might take it up with members of the
Committee on Colnage, Weights, and Medsures.

There ix one thing that ¥ wanted to say about this rule {fself.
This rule has been drawn upon the theory that the blil was
properly upon the Union Calendar. As a mafter of faet, I am
imelined to belfeve that the hill really belongs to the ‘House
Calendar, and that if @ point of order had been made at the
proper time it would have gone to the INonse Calendar. But
no point of order was made, and the Committee on Rufes felt
that to consider it in the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union was in many respects more satisfactory,
inasmuch as the bill presents an easter method of amendment,
and so reperted the resolution upou the theory that It wius cor-
rectly upon the Union Calendar. That is all, Mr. Speaker, that
I care to say.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreecing
to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed te.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House resolves itself inte
Committee of the Wheole House on the state of {he Uuion for
the consideration of the DIll H. R. 9355, and the gentleman from
New York [Mr. Hicxs] will please fake the chair.

Thereupon the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the censideration
of the bill H. R. 9755, with Mr. Hicks in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House having resolved iiself futo the
Cemmittee of the Whole House on the state of ile Union for
ttﬁe ;onslﬂemﬁon of the Hilt H. I, 9755, the Clerk will report

e DIIL

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows:

A bild (H. n.m to establish a strmdned of weighfs and measures
‘for the follow -mill and corm-wmill products, namely, flours,

hominy, grits, a mealsl; and all commercial feelnng stuts. and for other
| purpases,
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to make an announce-
ment. The present occupant of the chair feels that it is one of
the prime duties of a presiding officer to preserve order. This
is due to gentlemen who address the committee and it is due
nlso to Members desiring to listen to debate. So the present
Chairman is frying rigidly to enforce the rule pertaining to
order. [Applause.]

Mr. VESTAL rose.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana is recognized.

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Indiana asks unani-
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule the gentleman from Indiana
[Mr. VesTaL] is recognized for one-half of the time, one hour
and a quarter.

Mr. VESTAL. Mr, Chairman, I want to take just a few min-
utes of the time of the committee to explain the different provi-
sions of this bill and try to show the desirability and the neces-
sity of this bill being enacted into law. The object, the purpose,
of the bill is to fix the standard of packages of wheat-mill and
corn-mill produets, naming them. The first section of the bill
sets out the particular products that are to be affected by the
legislation, namely, flours, hominy, grits, meals, and all commer-
cial feeding stuffs. The second section fixes the standard weight
of the packages when packed, shipped, sold, or offered for sale in
packages of 5 pounds or more. :

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield in
reference to a question as to the next section?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Why was a distinction made as to
commercial feeding stuffs of 60, 70, and 80 pounds instead
?ﬁ 120 pounds? Why was not the same rule followed as to

at

Mr. VESTAL. I will come to that in a few moments. Section
3 provides the penalty for a person, firm, or corporation that
packs or causes to be packed or ships or offers for shipment these
products in any other size packages than those set out in section
2 of the bill

‘Section 4 makes exemption of the standard packages when
they are packed or intended for export, and packed according to
specifications and directions of the foreign purchaser, and also
provides how these are to be used and sold for domestic con-
sumption if it becomes necessary to so sell them.

Section 5 provides that the Director of the Bureau of Stand-
ards shall make the rules and regulations necessary for the en-
forcement of the act.

Section 6 makes it the duty of the district attorney to cause
proper proceedings to be instituted where violations occur.

Section 7 provides that the act shall not be construed as re-
pealing certain sections of the Revised Statutes of the United
States authorizing the use of the metric system, and section 8
fixes the time when the act shall be put into effect.

The standard unit of the flour barrel is fixed by some States
at 196 pounds, but by a system of subdivisions there are really
established three standard-sized barrels, namely, of 192 pounds,
196 pounds, and 200 pounds.

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question ?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. LITTLE. Can the gentleman tell me whether 200 pounds
of flour ean be put into these 196-pound barrels easily enough?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes. I will get to that in a moment. Where
gome of the States have by law established a 196-pound barrel, or
where they have established it by custom, they have failed to
follow the subdivision for the one-half, one-quarter, one-eighth,
and one-sixteenth, which would be, of course, 98 pounds for the
half, 49 pounds for the quarter, 24} pounds for the eighth, and
12} pounds for the sixteenth, While these States in general
have established 98 pounds for the half barrel, we have States
recognizing 49 pounds and 48 pounds for the quarter barrel and
24 pounds and 241 pounds and 25 pounds for the eighth barrel,
making, as I said a moment ago, really three standards—192,
196, and 200 pounds.

I might add here that a number of States have failed to
adopt any standard for a flour barrel. Two or three years ago
the Federal Trade Commission began an investigation of the
matter from the standard of unfair competition, that it was im-
possible for millers in some States requiring a package of flour
in 49-pound sacks to compete with States requiring or permitting
48-pound or 46-pound sacks in interstate commerce. A bill was
introduced last session by the gentlemen from Ohio [Mr. Asu-
BrooK], then chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights,

and Measures, substantially like the one under consideration.
But on account of other business the bill was not considered by
the House.

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VESTAL, Yes,

Mr. LAZARO. The gentleman from Tennessee stated a mo-
ment ago that this bill came from your committee with a unani-
mous report.

Mr. VESTAT. That is correct.

Mr. LAZARO. Did the committee hold hearings?

Mr. VESTAL. We had extensive hearings.

Mr, LAZARO. Was there any opposition to it?

Mr, VESTAL. Absolutely none.

Mr. LAZARO. And the parties interested——

.Mr. VESTAL. Were before the committee. Now, as I sald

a moment ago, a number of States, to be exact, 17 States of the
Union, have no laws or statutes in relation to the standard of
the flour package. One State in the Union, namely, Texas, is
now on the 100-pound-weight basis for all of the commodities
mentioned in this bill. The Texas Legislature has recently
passed a bill substantially like the one under consideration.
A number of States have a correct subdivision of the barrel as
now used, making 98 pounds, 49 pounds, 243 pounds, and 12}
pounds for a half, quarter, eighth, and sixteenth barrel.

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield further?

Mr, VESTAL. Yes.

Mr, LAZARO. How can the State enact a law if it is left to
Congress altogether under the Constitution to enact laws?

Mr. VESTAL. I think the States have a right to enact a law,
but if a Federal law is passed it will take precedence over any
State law.

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman will pardon me, I hold in
my hand the law passed by the State of Texas in reference to
this matter, and it seems that the custom or policy is to adopt or
enact a Iaw only where Congress has failed to legislate.

Mr, HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Certainly.-

Mr. HAUGEN. Section 3 provides that it shall be unlawful
to ship flour for sale when in package form not in the standard
size. Is it the intention to prevent the local miller or farmer
from selling grain of any weight in a gunny sack or a bran sack,
and would he be subject to the penalty of $500?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not quite catch what the gentleman
means.

Mr. HAUGEN. If a country miller sells to a customer grain
or feed or flour in a grain sack not of standard size, will he be
liable for this penalty of $500? In other words, what is the
definition of the words *“ when in package form"? 1 take it,
that there are some definitions and perhaps the courts have
passed on it.

Mr. VESTAL. I am not sure about that; but I will say to
the gentleman that I propose to offer an amendment to sec-
tion 3 that will absolutely clear that matter up.

Mr. HAUGEN. I think that is a dangerous proposition. In
other words, “ when in package form ™ ought' to be absolutely
defined.

Mr. VESTAL. The question was brought up by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, and I have an amendment to take care of
that proposition.

As I was saying, some States have a correct subdivision and
other States have an incorrect series of subdivisions, namely,
98 pounds, 48 pounds, 24 pounds, and 12 pounds for the one-
half, one-fourth, one-eighth, and one-sixteenth barrels,

The State of Georgia, for instance, specifies 96 pounds gross
weight for flours, grits, and corn meals, and the State of North
Carolina specifies the 25-pound sack for the one-eighth of a
barrel. Hence Georgia is on the basis of 192-pound barrel and
North Carolina on a 200-pound basis.

Also, by investigation it is found that the standards fixed
are not mandatory ones in all transactions. Illinois, for in-
stance, fixed the barrel * whenever no special contraet should
be made to the contrary.” Connecticut specifies what the
barrel shall contain “ when sold by weight.” This same law
applies to the States of Mnasachusetts, Wisconsin, and South
Dakota.

We also find that some unusual units, such as 80 and 175
pound sacks for feed products in Alabama; 174 and 8% pound
sacks for corn-meal standards in Kansas and Oklahoma; and
the 9{g-pound sack allowed in Oregon.

I desire to insert in the Recorp as part of my remarks an
abstract of the State laws fixing weights of standard barrels
or sacks for flour, meals, and so forth, showing the subdivisions
used, as I believe the same will be of interest to the Members
of the IHouse.
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The matter referred to is as follows:
Abstract of State laws fizing weights of stendard barrels and sacks for flours, meals, efe.

Subdivisions in pounds.

Btate. Barrel. One Remarks.
Qua | One- | One: | Ouec. | ghiry:
hall. fourth. | eighth. [sixteenth ¥

Ty el L h LRl I L e e S Cal:n mlesa! %hops,ﬂ 12, 24, 48, 66 pound sacks; 9¢-pound and 196-pound
- arrels, w

Middlings, bran, chops, corn hearts, and all other ground feed productsin

bags orsacks, welghing 100, 175, except cottonseed hulls, which shall bein

80 and 100 pound sacks or bags; grits shall be sold lmly in barrels of 196

pmm(g’ or Isack;s woeighing 96 pound.s except grits in paper cartons of not
more than

..| Nothing found through 1015,
.| Nothing found through 1917.
22 R = 1P | “When sold by weight.” !\uuhangnthmaghlgl?
(ARl ol ~PCRvL KN vesssssee.| Net weight. Flour, rye flour, or middlings of wheat for export. Indian
;:mn-ane&l!{:: export or to mypm in Unltg;i %tmes whgu there are x hm’
nspection 1s0 hogsheads of 500 pounds n This is a very old law.
Nochange Lhrough 1919. oy
) Not.h.lng found through 1917.

wr,g’r[ls, and corn meal in barrels, net.
Egmaau Ahompoundsmdlmpoundsm{umn No change

£ Wty wnm e , half 24 ds ter bushel 12
SN St 54 FothAe: ke
pmn.ds 52{ (Sess. 'Laws 1913, ch 84, p. 341.)

. No
8 1117,7. | o SR AT A SO 196 a8 49 My Ll iasiaias) Floar, ‘ﬁ?henmernos contract shall be made to the con
Carnmml—bushel { bushel, and § bushel sacks; 48 pounds, 24 potmds 12

No chnnge through 10911??

Nothlngmﬁammdmlﬁﬂugh 1017,
..| Wheat and rye flour and corn meal, “net weight, either in wood or other-
wise,” * ¢ Provided, That cornmsalmnylmpnckedandsoldin
sacks orss pmnds net, 17§ pounds net, and pound.s
Cottonseed meal, bran, shorts, tankage, oil m all feed from cereals
100 poun Sack, net. (Lm Stats., 1915, sec. nhu umended by laws,
rf
ofh.l.ng

Nost found through 1918,

Lommeal boltedorunholted 141,24,35.43 ne,sndl% ounds sack or
iea aund.s per ; rice bran, 1 s per sack;

other g%andshom,lwpoundspermk other feeds made from
whether pure, mixed, or adulterated, 100, 150, and 175

Fracti meks nnd shall weight in the same proportion except
as to meal, which ts shall only be as above.

x: : TN aaar enfen ..| Flour. No change through 1918,
5L A TER Iy BETESRGAN I A tE i A B “ Measared by wei(ght #  Nochange through 1917.
196 ] 49 244 12} 8} | “Mill products of wheat, corn, ry or buckwheat.” “No manufacturer
: e sballabstmctanf tbemsl‘lu?mdmfrmmmndmd
g o such

as & barrel or
mtimulpartou‘nbarral." (Pub. Act 208, 1909, p. 372, secs. 1and 4.) No
change through 1917,

In all contracts barrel “shall mean 195 net pounds.” Fractional parts o
bamal s!mll require like fractional part of standard. (Laws 1913, ch. 560.)

5 l[eul. net. No change through 1918,
Flour. Nochange through 1917.
Nol tmmd through laws of 1919,

(‘ommenl per bm!:elsack 48; }-bushel sack, 24; }-bushel sack, 12. (Laws of
1911, ch. 43, p. 37, sec. 11.)

No chm:ge t ough 1819,

Nobratkn. . .-.icinmessasnrass 196 a8 48 “ 12 |..........| Flour, net.

Corn meal per bushel sack, 45 ponnds i-bushel sack, 24; 1-bushel sack, 12; net
. éans 1511.3 ch, 70, p. 204,

New Iiampshire
New Jersey....

aw =
Now York..cc.coencimmunrass 196 flour, rye flour, Indian meal or buckwheat meal for exportation.”
£ % ‘Also Indian moal in hogsheads, 500 pounds.  (Con. laws, 1009, ch. 20, art. 13,
€8 49 25 12 Fm ﬂhlio) - eh.:grg:‘éhr o
North Carolina. ... ... ..c.. 196 .
NE?{[.naﬁm........._...-.. i b Al S e IS e ey A IS TR wevneema-s| Flour, net wi Ssleof!racunmt of barrel shall require and mean a

ﬁz‘ﬁ [m}t[ part of established weight. (Laws, 1919, p. 168, of popular
FIuan' and meal. (General Code, 1910, sec. 5008.) No change through laws,

196 |.
196 €8 48 24 .| Flour, barrels in wood, net: in sacks, gross.
Corn meal in sacks, 35 poun G.ré,mclu Inpmmds 4 sacks, 81 pounds, all gross,
All hl'_eeagj mads Irun12 e}sres]s pounds per sack gross. (Session laws, 1910,
e
96 €8 9 2 Tg']aeha p1 wh:shtwglr%hnm il “The standard weight of balao{
OPOEI. 25 s cd 2o v oh vawan vabn i 4 R} e svesivesss Flour, W os eat, or rye flour. 5 weight of a
f flour shall ds net weight avoirdupom, or 10 sacks weighing 9,
mh " Acts of 1917, ch. 272, p. 513.)
PenmnsylvAnIA - ...ovnvemanivafanaeieaaas T T P e T O R e P annw:hmghl 15.
Rhode Island. .....coccuens-s B0 L it laceen spswal rasn b pa s Sns b s s nn| s sy e
Cornmrs!wbushel 50 pounds.
No change through 1915,
Bouth Caroling. ...cevuuunnn.. 196 e b e Sl S e

Corn meal or grist, 96, 48, 24, 12, oF 6 pounds,
» No chun throug 1919,
Bouth Dakotd...ovessensesran 196 8 19 24} T e s Ly A bssn";g of flour "mﬁznsured by weight shall contain” (Sess. Laws, 1919,

h 8).
TADNESS00. » + o esvesssesansannn j [ FETEIREH PSPl WS T ooy PRI ey Flour, kochmgo examined through 1917,
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Abstrast of State laws fixing weights of standard barrels and sacks for flours, meals, elc.—

Continued.

Bubdivisions inr pounds:

Etate. Barrel. One- Remarks.
One- One- One- Omne- thirty
hall. fourth. | eighth. jsixteenth. St
Pounds.
i R . 244 100 50 - T freanynurs T FE 50 TN

Washington. ...l

Flour..
Corn meal in sacks, bushel 50 pounds,
]irau and shorts hy 100 pounds in

7.)
- hut%ng found-through 1919.

bushel 25' pounds 1 bushel 121 pounds.
(Laws, 1019, f. B. No,

““Every barrel of flour put up or manufactured in this State shall contam not
less t! 190 pounds of flour, and that every barrel of flour ;ﬂ;& up or mant-
factiured in this State, and every Barrel of flour ship; to this Btste,

shall have l.hn number of pounds contalned I.Immin plu!.nlg'&stampml

one-head.”  (Laws; 1801, see. 19432.) No change through

PREEEME it found 1017,
....... Filour;, net welght 3811 of Hegg's Code; Suppl. 1918, as-amended
chy 53; n.mmd m'l)sII » % %
“A barrel of flour measared by weight 'shall contain.' Ne change through'

1987,
‘Nothiig found through 1919,

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota.

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The way the situation now is
any: large milling concern doing business in quite a number ofi
States would have to Have packages of a certain size ta ship into
one State and a different sized package to go into another State;

Will the gentleman yiekl?

but if' this proposition passes the whole matter will be standard--|-

ized.

Mr. VESTAL.

Mr. TILLMAN.
into effect?" .

Mr. VESTAL. Sofaras flour is coneerned, one year after its
passage or approval, giving the millers an opportunity to get rid
of: these different sized sacks.

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood the gentleman: to say: that! be-
fore the committee which held extensive hearings on this sub-
Jjeet-ne objection was offered to this bill..

Mr, VESTAIL. That is correct:

Mr.. TILLMAN. Does not the gentieman: think there will
be quite a lot of complaint upon the part. of. those who now
have containers, which wonld not be standard centainers when
this bill passes, and who will have to get rid'of*them or lose
them?

Mr. VESTAL. I hardly think so. T will'say to the gentleman
that the time given, one year from and after the passage of this
act, will: giver millers ample opportunity; I think; to dispose of
all of those odd-sized containers: They have o year after the
bill is passed to get rid of these containers before this bill goes
into- effect.

Mr. TIEEMAN. The value of these containers would be less-
ened greatly by the passage of this-hill?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. TILLMAN. So it would be a vast loss to those who own
these containers, which will not be standard under. this bilL

Mr, VESTAL. In the hearings we had representatives before
the committee from the National Wheat Millers' Assoclation,
the White Corn. Millers” Association, and praetieally. all of 'the

The gentleman is correcti
Will the gentleman state whemn tlie billlgoes

milling industries in the counfry, and they were very positive’

in their statement that if we would give them one year to dis-
pose of these odd containers they would have mmple timey and
they were very anxious that the bill be passed as soon as pes-
gible,

Mr. OLIVER. Will the gentleman. yield for a question?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. OLIVER.. The gentleman's statement relates largely to
evils and abuses called to the attention of the commiitee, grow-
ing out of original packages as put up by the manufacturers.
I am interested to know whether you had before the committee
amy: representatives of business interests dealing. in intrastate
business? In other words, take the retail merchant, where he
geeks to subdivide an original package into 12} pound packages,
did you have representatives of such interests before-yon?

Mr; VESTAL. No. I will say to the gentleman that no
representative of that kind was before the committee, but the
committee had hundreds of letters from men engaged: in such
business favoring this bill.

Mr. OLIVER. In favor of the bill?

Mr. VESTAL. In favor of the bill. T'want to reiterate that
in. all. the communications that I. have received, or that the
committee received, with reference to this bill there has never

been. a. single communieation but. that. was- in. favor. of the:
immediate passage of’ the bill.

Mr. OLIVER. From the communicitions received by the
committee was it apparent that very general notice had. been:
given of the pendency of the bill?

Mr. VESTAIL. Yes; that is true.

Mr. OLIVER. And your leiters-came from. every. section of’
the country?

Mr. VESTAL. From every section of the country.

Mr. OLIVER: And from every interest affeeted by the Dill?

Mri VESTAL. The gentleman is abselutely correct.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The gentleman stated that
quite a number of States have passed Iaws affecting this same
subject ?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes; that is correct.

Mr: ROBRION of Kentueky. Does- thise bill undertake to:
govern all the intrastate business of those several States?

Mr. VESTAL. Probably the bill as it is drawn will affect
the intrastate shipments, -«

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky.
control intrastate business?

Mr. VESTAL. There is no question about that. That has.
been . discussed” here and decided on guite a number of bLilld:
similar to this.

Mr: ROBSION of Kentucky. This law then will supersede all'
the State enactments?

Mr. VESTAL. That is correct.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Did I understand the gentleman to say,
that the millers favor section 37

Mr. VESTAL. As 1 said a moment ago, in all the communica-
tions that the committee' Imve received there lms net beenr o
single one opposed to the bill.

Mr. HUTCHINSON: Do you knew. that if this bill. should!
he passed in its present form, providing for-only 25, 50, and 10D
pounds, every man who =eld flour would be subject to fine and
Imprisonment ?

Mr. VESTAL. No.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Do you know that flour put up in a
package of 25 pounds dries out toa certain extent?

Mf. VESTAL. It is not necessary that the retailer put. flours
into.25-pound packages. It can be put ihto packages as small

IIns Congress the power te

as. 5 pounds.
Mr. HUTCHINSON. In packages which are any part of 200
pounds ?

Mr. VESTAL. The decimal is 200 pounds.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. If a man'puts flour into 25-pound bags
and it does net state on the bag that it is 25 pounds wlhen packed
he is liable under this bill?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes; that is correct.
Mr. HUTCHINSON. How is the merchant going to prevent
shrinkage?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not guite get the gentieman’s question.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. In other words, flour weizhs 200 pounds
in:a barrel when it is packed, but it will/dry out 10 pounds by-
the time it gets to the consumer. How are yon going to protect:
the man who sells the flour?

Mr. VESTAL. The Bureaun of Standards, of course, will per-
mit certain tolerances. There will be cer tum tolernnces in these
barrels.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. What is the use, lh@n, of the law?"
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Mr. VESTAL. Ycu must have certain tolerances in all these
Lieasures,

Mr. HUTCHINSON. At the present time a flour sack is
marked. That is, the ordinary 12-pound sack has put on it
“12 pounds when packed.” Now, you are making it so that it
has to be the exact weight, and it has to continue that weight
until it is sold. I think it is one of the most ridiculous things
I have ever seen.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania.

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. I notice in this bill yon
stop at packages of 5 pounds. Did the commitiee take into
consideration the question of packages of less than 5 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL., That was considered by the committee.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. There are a great many
packages sold of 1 or 2 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. The people who buy them
ought to be protected, because many are poor, especially in
districts where there are a number of laborers,

Mr. VESTAL. That is a fact.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania.

Mr. VESTAL. That is true.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. They are not protected.
You are only taking care of the person who is rich enough to buy
5 pounds. Did you take that into consideration?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes; that was taken into consideration.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Why was it not adopted?

Mr. VESTAL. I will explain that to the gentleman, I think,
to his satisfaction. The first bill provided for packages down
to 1 pound, with an exemption clause covering the specialty
products that were packed in containers, such as certain kinds
of pancake flour and things of that kind that were specialties.
Of course, the specialty manufacturers desired that in the bill.
Some objection was made, and then the committee authorized
the chairman of the committee to introduce this bill as a
substitute to the other bill, making it apply only to packages
of 5 pounds or more, which leaves out the specialty packages,
which are all under 5 pounds. It is true that on the East Side
in New York and on the West Side in Chieago packages of flour
are sold in 3%-pound containers. A T-pound package, as I
get it from the investigation, is often sold, and then that is
split into two 33-pound packages and sold to the poor people;
but the flour is usually weighed out to them, and I can not
see where it would affect them at all.

Mr., WATSON of Pennsylvania. Not only flour but poultry
feed and a great many products from grain are sold in small
packages. I notice that the testimony before the Committee
on Agriculture developed instances where a great many packages
ware slight in weight, particularly those holding 2 or 3 ounces.
It seems to me that if you are going to protect all of the Ameri-
can people, you should protect the poor as well as the rich,

AMr, VESTAL. Oh, I believe they would be protected.

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. ROSE. The gentleman has already made mention of the
fact that there are at least three standards now in vogue,
Was there not testimony introduced before the committee
showing that certain dealers in flour could not be fairly dealt
with in contracis for large amounts of flour for the reason that
in some States 196 pounds were taken as a standard for a
barrel and in other States 200 pounds, and, therefore, those who
could deliver 196 pounds were in a position to bid much lower
for a large amount of flour?

Mr. VESTAL. That is true.

Mr. ROSE. Will not this bill correct that evil?

Mr. VESTAL. It will. The Constitution of the United States
wisely provides that Congress shall have the power to fix stand-
ard weights and measures for this country. The several
States, or, as I have mentioned, a part of them, have defined
by statutes, enacted in the exercise of their police power,
varied and conflicting standards of weights and measures for
cereals sold in bulk. As I have said, the purpose of this bill
is to eliminate the present variations and conflicts in the State
standards, whether fixed by statutes or custom, whereby a
single and uniform standard of weights and measures for the
products mentioned herein will be made effective throughout the
United States. It is certain in my mind that the publie will be
greatly benefited by such Federal statute for the reason that
the existing variation and conflict in standards recognized or
permitted in the different States resulis in an increased cost
of production, inasmuch as the millers necessarily have to
carry a great and varied assortment of containers to meet the
different standards and also in the inequitable treatment of

Will the gentleman yield?

They buy 1 or 2 pounds.

the consumer. I had one letter from a milling concern in which
it was said that the passage of this law would save that con-
cern at least $100,000 a year in containers, because they had to
carry such a different assortment of containers.

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. DUNBAR. In section T reference is made to the an-
thorization of the metric standard in that in the standards
ag fixed they shall be as contained in this bill; yet the au-
thorization of the use of the metric system has never been
repealed. If the metric system is authorized and a man should
sell flour under that system of measurement, would he be
violating the law?

Mr. VESTAL. Oh, I think not,

Mr. DUNBAR. Would the gentleman digress to inform the
committee if his committee expects to report a bill authoriz-
ing the adoption of the metric system for use in the United
States?

Mr. VESTAL. I would say to my colleague that there will
probably be a bill of that kind introduced and hearings will be
had upon it before the committee.

Mr, DUNBAR. If that bill is introduced at this session and
becomes a law it will supersede this act.

Mr. VESTAL. It will not affect this at all, because this is
put on the decimal system anyway. This bill puts the sale of
flour on the decimal system.

Mr. DUNBAR. But the metric system of weights and meas-
ures is entirely different from what we have to-day.. If the
metrie system is adopted we will no longer have pounds or
ounces or miles or such measures. All will be changed.

Mr. VESTAIL. I think that is a bridge that we can cross
when we come to it.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota.
man yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Certainly.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I would like to ask the gentle-
man who requested this legislation? Was there any general call
for it? Where does it come from?

Mr. VESTAL. The National Millers' Association, the Corn
Millers' Associations, and all of the different interests, the Grain
Dealers’ Association—men who are interested in the production
of flour and corn meal and in the sale of the same,

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. The idea is that those who
make flour and ship it and handle it believe they could do so
with greater convenience if the flour was put up in these pack-
ages or in these weights.

Mr. VESTAL. That is true, and also they will all be placed
upon the same basis. That is, 2 milling concern in one State,
where the standard is 196 pounds to the barrel, selling flour in
another State, where the standard is 192 pounds to the barrel,
would be placed on an equal basis with others. It would aveid
that unfair competition. This proposes to standardize the
weights in every State in the Nation so that they will all be
on the same basis. I think there is no question but that if this
bill is passed it will benefit the consumer for the reason that
it is going to relieve the manufacturer of hundreds of thousands
of dollars of cost that he has to carry now in overhead on
account of the different kinds of containers that he has to keep,
Take a miller, for instance, in Pennsylvania. He must keep
different containers to sell to the people in Virginia and to the
people in the other States surrounding Pennsylvania. If we
have one standard they will all keep one size container.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. I want to say to my colleague
that the only letters that I have received in respect to this bill
have been from dealers, and they are against the bill; that
is, from manufacturers.

Mr. VESTAL. On this bill?

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. These two manufacturers of
flour have written protesting against the passage of this bill,
But I want fo say, and I am perfectly frank with my friend,
that it looks to me, from the statement and from what I can
find in this bill, that it is one which the flour manufacturers
ought not to object to.

Mr. VESTAL. I think no manufacturer of flour should object
to this bill if he wants to deal square in his sale of flour.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. It does seem on its face, so
far as the refail trade is concerned, there is a chance of a good
deal of juggling with the merchant if he has bags of flour in
his store of different weights, because the ordinary man who
buys it simply goes in and says, “ Let me have a sack of flour,”
and does not stop to inquire how many pounds are in it.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. T wiil yield to the gentleman.

Mr._’CHINDBLOM. Wil this bill affect packages for export
trade?

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
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Mr, VESTAL. Not=atall.
from Ohio.

AMr. GARD. I avant to ask the gentleman if ‘there has :been
any recognition of the statement made by Afr. 'Clark, on page
53 of the second -gection, part:2, wherein he says: -

It would seem that we are considering this bill Trom an-entirely differ-
ent standpoint from what was or dntended, which ‘was to eover
the product of wheat flour, in Tact, in large sacks and barrels,
developed ‘that ‘the: ‘eorn ‘millers vome in,

He suid: :

‘In my juflgment you will have to.abandon this bill and formulate an
enurely new bill, ‘because ‘this bill 'was only Tormulated to cover wheat
fliour, and shen yon ‘add to it you are to make difficulties for your-:
self and everybody else, and you are not going to aceomplish anything.

What about that statement?

Alr. VESTAL. I awill explain that to the .geunfleman. As
stated 1 Mmament ago, I believe the gentleman frem Ohio nsked
if these hearingswere upon the bill—

Mr. GARD, H, R. 7482,

Mr, VESTAL. Thatbill, if the gentleman has read it——

Mz, -GARD. 1 have read it. [

Mr. VESTAL, Instead of nnming flours, hominy, grits, and.
meals, :and all commercidl Teefling istufls, €imply says, ** wheat
flour and corn products for human Food.” Tt developed in 'the!
hearing that corn products for human food wrould also take in
certoin sirups mmade wout of corn, and the cornamilling ‘industry
that is interested in the making of sirups said that df we pass:
this .bill ave ~waonild put them dnto mnfair competition with other
firms ttha t manufacture ®irop ont of something else. It wasmot
intenfled 40 eover things of that kind, and so, as a substitute to
that bill and rtoget :away from thot provision -of it, this bill was
authorized tobe dntroducedl, naming the things that svould come
under this bill. :

Mr. -GARD. -Of wcourse, as ‘to sirups, .as the gentleman prab-
ably well knows, and probably better than I, the guestion of
weights and measures would be within ‘the prerogative rof the
committee; but d gather from the ‘two bills that the committee
lhas itaken up the guestion of the measures.of dry food.

Mr. VESTAL. That is correct.

Alr. GARD. Amd limiting it to thet.

Mr. VESTAL. 'The gentlemon is gbsolutely correct.

Alr, REED rof West Virginia. - Will the ;gentleman yield for a
question regarding the bill? ;

Mr, VESTAL. *Certainly T will.

Alr. REED .of 'West Virginia, If some retail dealer selling
to ‘the domestic trade desires a '9-pound package or a package a’
little smaller than some of the standard sizes designated in this:
hill, d8mat there n way under this bill by which he-can get such
odd-sized .packages? :

Mr. VESTAL. I think they :can weigh out to retail (ealers,
certainly.

Alr. REED of West Virginia. Could they not get sueh prod-
uects in original nonstandard packages wunder tthis provision?
Could mot ;a miller ar dealer ;pack under some standard of Ger-
many ior of France for contemplated foreign trafle smaller-gized,

paclkages ‘and later ¢hange his viewpoint and sell these addm

ckages for American flomestic trade?

Mr, VESTAL. Correct, inder certain provisions.

Mr. MANN -of Tllinois. WWill the genileman yield?

Mr. VESTAL., I -will ;

Air. MANN of Hllinois. I -notive in:section 8 of the bill that as,
to avheat-flour products that 'it ‘makes the bill ‘take effect one:
yvear after the passage and -approvil of ;this aet—and T might
suggest m bill often (beeomes a law without .approval—and it
makes the bill take effect for cornproflucts 90 days after dhe hill
beeomes n law. Ave not'a great many of these :corn produets’
packed by people who have to order containers a considers]:lle
period in advance under existing conditions?

Alr, VESTAL, I think that isitrue. I will sny ito the gentle-
man I think the reason :that 'was fixed at 80 days is that -the|
T'ead Administeation, when the war broke ount, compelled the’
corn millers to use rthis ‘basis nwwe have plaeed in this bill. The|
corn millers were very ‘anxious to .grafuate from the Feod Ad-|
ministration control to the new decimal principle since the war .
is-over, mmd they have this as a standard, so they are redlly -on
this basis mow. |

Mr, MANN of Illinois. This would not affect——

Alr. VESTAL, It would not. Ifwould affect to some extent,
I will:gayito ihe gentlemnn, some .eorn millers who, T think, had
to go back and use different sized packages from ‘those contem- |
plated in this bill beeause of the competition. But-as a general’
rule the corn millers are still using ‘the decimal weight as
mentioned in this bill, just.as they 'were compelied to o 'by the
Tood Administration at the beginuing of the war and gl throngh
the war.

1 will mow wield ‘te the gentleman

Later it
| time in which to.obtain new

| Mr. Genung, who was ere:

Alr. MANN -of Himois. I Xknow mothing about it pergonally
except what experience I had in regard to the pure-food law.
But frequently the pvoducer -of .these articles has to order this
packages quite a long time in advance.

My, VESTAL. That is trae.

Mr, MANN :of Illinois. Now, if he'has his packages, legal at
present, he ought to be given a reasonabile time in which those
packages can be disposed of, and also be given a Teasonable

packages or @ new standard.

Mr. VESTAL. That is absolutely true. 1 want to call the
-gentleman’s attention to page 63 of part 3 of the hearings on
that very subject.

Nr. Briees, of Texas, n member of the committee, asked Mr.
Husband rthis \question. Mr. Husband -is ‘secrelary of the Na-
tional Milers’ Association:

Is the time limit specified in section 8.of the proposed revision .sufil-
clent to enable the corn millers and others brought within this bill to
adjust themselves to it without any inconvenlence or expense, particu-
larly to:the people as well as to the mills?

r. HosBAxD, I mghdm nsked tlmt. because I had a Jetter from
and made a statement in favor of
the bill, calling attention to the fact that the National Association .of
White Corn Millers, of which lIB is uﬁmiﬂm t, feels that they would not
like sto see ‘those features pertain to «corn fours and
corn meals, hominy, and grits en'cctivem onee, hmuse they have been
co::g elled, by reason ot competition, to back to the purchase again
e -old-gize mcu, the. B}nmd sacks and the nines, aml the 18 pounds
ckages -were ‘before that i

and swhatover the
on the decimal basis by the Food .Administration. L‘hey had hoped
they might graduate from ‘the Food Aﬂmh:latn!tlon comtrol to the new
decimal ]'rrtnclple : At -has
good wh Je and th been -eampelled

sacks .of :the old style. Mr. Genung {did .not specify any time,
of the uthm interested in that trade said they thought 90 days would
be sufficient for them to ‘work off those corn:products sacks.

Afr. ‘OLIVER. 'The reasons for requiring a certain standnrd
for the criginul packages pot up by the miller or manufacturer,
I think, are ‘very wise und sound, bot T am nt a loss to onder-
stand ~wliy ‘those reasons apply to the retail merchant when the
established custom in his locality suggests that his customers

| demand packages different from what you herein provide, and
‘| as to-which T undlerstand you had information before your com-

mittee. Now, what wise public policy is sobserved by stipuiat-
| ing what size package a local eommunity shall ‘buy ‘these Tood-
stuffs in from the retail merclmnts?

Mr. VESTAL. I will say .to the gentleman—and I only know
from my own experience—I go in and agk for.a sack of flouz,
and T never think about the weight of the flour. Now, that sack
may contdin 24 pounds of flour; it may contain 24} pounds of
flour; it may contain 12 pounds of flour; and under this bill, if
¥you go in and ask fer a sack of flour, it must contain 25 pounds
net, or it must contain 10 pounds met, or ‘it must contain 5
pounds ‘net, It seems to me that the consumer is the fellow

‘| 'who is-going to benefit by this bill more than anybody else.

AMr, . OLIVER. The consumer is proteetedl by existing law
iagaingt false weights. This 'bill primarily is intended to pro-
vide uniform weights Tor the original package. That certainly
seems to be the main purpose the committee had in mind.

Mr, VESTAT. That is correct.

Mr. OLIVER. Now,.in many localities the original package

.| 'is subdivided for the retail trade, and the local demand largely
\|determines what the subdivided packages shall be, and there are

‘customs prevailing in some sections calling for 121-pound pack-
.ages and in others for an 8-pound package. Now, what publie
policy is to be subserved by Forbidding a retail merchant from
adapting lis sales to alocal enstom found wise in these localities?

Alr. VESTAL. Suppose.a retailer would buy a barrel of flour ;.
he can sell that flour in any size package that hie weighs it out in.

Mr. OLIVER. I question it under this'bill as drawn. Now, 1
thought perhaps that the committee might be willing to se mod-
ify it as to at Teast provide that that-eanbe done.

Alr. VESTAL. The committee, of -eourse, is desireus of get-
Iting a bill that will benefit-everybody.

AMr, HULINGS. WWill the gentleman yield for a gnestion?

AMr, VESTAL. Certainly.

Mr. HULINGS. I see here in section T that the act anthoriz«
ling the use-of the metric system is not repealed, but you forbid
Ithe use. Now, I would like to azk if your cemmittee hos ever
‘considered, instead of this hodgepodge thing that hins been going
on :all these years, the adoption «of the metric system, which is
'the scientific, plain, easy system that could be understood in nny
part of the world? Dvery State mow has the right to establish
its own standard of ‘weights and measures until it is ounsted by
action of -Congress. Now, do you not think it wonld be a good
time, instead of adding ﬁome\vlmt more 1o this hodgepodge, if
ithe ecommittee would go to work and consider the adeption of
the metric system?
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Mr. VESTAL. I would say to the gentleman there will prob-
ably be a bill introduced at this session of Congress on that very
proposition.

Mr, HULINGS. If that is going to be introduced with any
idea of its passing, is not this surplusage?

Mr. VESTAL. I hardly think so. Let us try and correct the
present system. With this law upon the statute books the con-
sumer who buys an eighth of a barrel of flour will receive 25
pounds net weight, whether he buys in the State of Maine or
California, instead of 24% pounds or 24 pounds that he now
receives,

The manufacturer likewise in packing certain products for
shipment knows that every other manufacturer of the same
products must pack in the same sized container, containing the
same number of pounds. Hence this bill, in my judgment, will
benefit both the trade and the consumer. :

Now, just one word about the different subdivisions used in
the packing of commercial feeding stuffs. Some gentleman
asked me that question a moment ago. I do not remember who
it was.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, would it embarrass the gentle-
man to ask him a question right there?

Mr. VESTAL. Not at all.

Mr. GARD. From my reading of the bill I notice that it ap-
plies only to 5, 10, 25, and 50 pound packages, with the estab-
lishment of an additional standard of 100 pounds. Nothing
under 5 pounds is considered in this bill. Is that correct?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes. Nothing under 5 pounds is considered
in this bill.

Mr. GARD. Being interested, as I think we all are, from the
standpoint of the eonsumer, does not the gentleman believe that
nearly every consumer, especially those who buy in the large
cities, indeed those who buy anywhere the so-ealled specialized
products, are compelled to buy less than 5-pound packages?

Mr. VESTAL. This bill does not prohibit that.

Mr. GARD. It does not prohibit it specifically.

Mr, VESTAL. It does not affect the specialties at alL

Mr. GARD. I find here in the hearings references to Quaker
Oats, and Aunt Jemima Pancake Flour, and \Wheatena, and
Postum Cereal Coffee, and various other cereal foods, the prices
of which have recently been advanced in varying degrees, and
they do not change the size of the package. Quaker Oats, for
example, has been advanced from 25 to 30 per cent; Aunt Je-
mima from 25 to 35 per cent; Wheatena, 35 per cent. Postum
Cereal has advanced, but they do not say how much. Now, as
I remember it from the testimony of the representatives of these
concerns, they have specially adapted machinery which pro-
vides for the packing and the cutting of the packages and the
packing into receptacles. They do not want any change.

Mr. VESTAL. That is right.

Mr, GARD. Why is it not of advantage to the consuming
public to have standard weights and measures for these cartons
which are of such general use by the consumer?

Mr. VESTAL. I am frank to say to the gentleman from
Ohio that T think it would be a good thing, but the committee
felt that to take those specialties in under this bill would make
it impossible to get the bill out and passed by the House. The
committee felt that this bill was the starting point upon the
proposition, and that if we wanted to take up these specialties
later on they could be taken up under another bill.

Mr. GARD. I will say to the gentleman that if you do not
get them under this bill yon never will, because this is the
favorable time for the enactment of such legislation as this.
‘When other important matters come up later there will hardly
be any prospect of taking it up again,

Mr., VESTAL. The committee was satisfied after the hear-
ings that really as to the specialty products packed in these
special sized packages or cartons it was to the advantage of the
consumer not to bother with them. For instance, merchants sell
certain kinds of breakfast foods in 8-ounce packages. They sell
those in carloads to the Army. They sell them in a certain sized
package which is supposed to be sufficient to feed one soldier,
and they claim that if that were put into a larger sized package
the contents would deteriorate.

Mr. GARD. The hearings developed the fact that one man
said packages of corn products sell in 8-ounce cartons and 13
ounces and another of 55 ounces and 20 ounces. Why is it not
a good plan to have this regulated by the enactment of a law of
the United States? The matter of the consumption of oats and
corn products is something which applies to every one of us
on the breakfast table every morning. Nearly everybody eats a
cereal product.

Mr. VESTAL. That is true. .

Mr. GARD. And it is of more immediate consequence to the
consumer to have a standard of the thing he uses than to have
a standard of the more bulky articles. Does not the gentleman
agree with me on that?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not know. The committee, I think, was
satisfied, after the hearings, that the public demanded, so far as
these products are concerned, certain sized packages;
that is, it would be shown by the sales that the packages which
the factories had been putting out for years were about the
sizes that were snitable to the consumer, and therefore to change
that and to make a different sized package and to compel them
to pack in a larger size package might result in the contents de-
teriorating, and it would cost hundreds and thousands of dol-
lars to change the machinery to make these specialty packages,
and it would probably result in a greater cost to the consumer
of these different products.

Mr. GARD. The thing that the public suffers from, in my
observation, is the desire—if one may use that word correctly;
the practice probably is the befter word—of persons who sell to
the ultimate final consumer of giving short measure and short
weight. That is an evil that is recognized all over the country,
and people are easily taken in by it, because hardly anyone stops
to investigate either the measure or the weight. They must rely
upon the standard. Now, if we ecan rely upon a standard, why
is it not the best plan to have the standard apply to the things
that are of the most immediate and constant use?

Mr. VESTAL. Of course, these packages must all bear on
the outside the net weight. That is compelled under the pure
food and drugs act.

Mr. GARD. I understand that. Another guestion let me
ask under section 3. The gentleman is familiar with the bill,
and I ask the question for information. Under section 3 is it
possible for me to go into & grocery store in my town and buy
4 pounds of flour and have it put into a sack and take it home?

Mr., VESTAL. Yes, sir.

Mr. GARD. I notice from the reading here that it says that
it will be “unlawful for any person to sell or offer for sale
wheat-mill and corn-mill products, flour,” and so forth, which
in package form shall not be one of the standard sizes, and so
forth

Mr., VESTAL. That, of course, refers to it in package form.

Mr. GARD. What is meant by “package form™? Does it
mean some regular pasteboard container, or a sack or bag such
as flour is commonly sold in?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not know whether I am competent to
say what that term * package ” means.

Mr., GARD. It strikes me that it is a material element,
because if it is the intention of this bill to prescribe to the
manufacturer or seller the size of the package he manufactures
or sells, some steps should be taken fto prevent the sale of 3
pounds of flour for 4 pounds to a poor person. That is not pro-
vided in the bill

Mr. VESTAL. Oh, no; but the bill provides that this shall
not have any effect except as to packages of over 5 pounds.

Mr. GARD. Yes, in packages.

Mr. VESTAL., They must be over 5 pounds. Now, you can
sell 33 pounds or 1 pound or 2 pounds or 44 pounds.

Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota. Without any restraint?

Mr. VESTAL. Without any restraint.

Mr. GARD. How about 7 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL. I am of the opinion that they might sell 6 or
7 pounds by weight, unless it is in package form, put up in
packages.

Mr. GARD. I know personally that some of the Minnesota
millers have packages of flour in 6-pound packages—I think the
Ward & Crosby people.

Mr. VESTAL. Yes; that is true.

Mr. GARD. Six-pound packages.

Mr. VESTAL., Those will be eliminated.

Mr, GARD. There will be no more G-pound packages?

Mr. VESTAL. No more G-pound packages.

Mr. GARD. They will have to be § or 10 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes; if they are put up in packages or con-
tainers.

Mr. GARD. Suppose I am a retail merchant, and suppose I.
buy a barrel of flour and a man from my neighborhood wants
to buy 6 or 7 pounds of flour. Can I sell him that out of the
barrel?

Mr. VESTAL. I should think so, without any question.

Mr. GARD. And the third seection, you think, would not
apply to me?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not think it would.

Mr, ANDERSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.
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Mr. ANDERSON. I have looked the bill through and I can
not find anything in it to justify that opinion. What does the
gentleman base that opinion on?

Mr, VESTAL. Section 3 provides:

That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, corporation, or asso-
clation to pack, or cause to be packed, to ship or offer for shipment,
or to sell or offer for sale, the following wheat-mill and ecorn-mill
Frﬂdnets, namely, flours, hominy, grits, and meals, and all commercial
ceding stuffs, which, when in package form, shall not be one of the
standard sizes established in section 2 hereof and bear a Elaln. legible,
and ¢ picuous stats t of the net weight contained therein.

- Mr. ANDERSON. A man can not carry away 5 pounds or 50
pounds of flour or mill feed in his coat pocket.

Mr. VESTAL. 1 understand that; but the package meant
here is. where the package is put up and labeled “ 5 pounds.”
He can not put up a package and label it and sell it for 6, T,
or 8 pounds. If you go in and buy 8 or 9 pounds of flour
from a barrel, it can be put in a container and carried away.

Mr. ANDERSON. Then let me ask the gentleman this ques-
tion: Suppose a farmer goes to a mill and takes his gacks
there, as farmers ordinarily do, and he buys 600 pounds of mill
feed and they put it up in sacks. Some of them weigh 93
pounds, some 97 pounds, some 84 pounds. Now, under a
strict interpretation of this aect, sales in that form would be in
violation of the law.

Mr, VESTAL. I do not think that is the correct interpreta-
tion, Yet this bill is designed to protect the farmer who takes
his grain to the mill and in return gets commercial feedstuff,
bran, or shorts. My little experience in taking wheat to the
mill and getting commercial feedstuffs is that you can not put
a hundred pounds of bran in a sack, and so we reduced the
weight to 60, 70, and 80 pounds, so as to protect the consumer
and see to it that the sack will hold his 80 pounds; that he
gets 80 pounds in that sack. If we had left it 100 pounds, they
might give him a sack supposed to contain 100 pounds, but
which would not contain 100 pounds and only contain 80
pounds. That was the idea, at least.

Mr. ANDERSON, If it happened to contain 83 pounds, it
would be sold in violation of this law.

Mr. VESTAL. He would get that much more.

Mr. ANDERSON. I do not think so. I think it would be a
violation of the law,

]aMr. VESTAL. I am sure it would not be a violation of

W.

Mr. DUNBAR. In section 2, to which section 3 refers, the
expression “ standard package™ is used. Now, a barrel of
flour is to be of the standard weight of 200 pounds. In selling
flour in package form these weights which are prescribed are
intended to mean in half-barrel, quarter-barrel, and eighth-
barrel lots. That is the standard package; but I do not take
it that any man would be prohibited from offering for sale flour
not in standard packages in any amount that the customer might
wish to purchase.

Mr. VESTAL. I do not think so. Now, just one clause more
about the different subdivisions.

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. In just a moment. In the subdivisions used
in packing the commercial feedstuffs, as was mentioned by the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ANpErsoxN], 60, 70, and S0
pounds are set out so as to take care of the cases where a
farmer uses his own sacks in taking the wheat to the mill and
buying feeding stuffs. Probably it would be impossible to put
100 pounds of feeding stuff in a 100-pound sack. So the lesser
weight was provided for sacks containing commercial feeding
stuffs.

Mr. WELLING. Would it mean that a farmer who took 20
burlap sacks to the mill in which to get feed would have to get
60, 70, or 80 pounds in each sack? Suppose a sack would hold
90 pounds or 100 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL. There would not be any reason why he would
not buy that; but if the miller was selling the container, the
standard must be 100 pounds, but on account of feeding stuffs
being lighter in weight the 60, 70, or 80 pound containers are
authorized. That is, he could not put out commercial feedstuff
in a 100-pound sack when the sack did not contain that much
and could not contain that much, and this bill makes it lawful
to use 60, 70, and 80 pound containers.

Mr. WELLING. Is it not a fact, known to every man who
has had any experience on the farm, that no two sacks will
hold the same amount?

Mr. VESTAL. That is correct.

Mr. WELLING. The farmer will go to mill with 25 sacks,
and no two of them, if they are filled to their capacity, will
weigh the same.

Mr. VESTAL. That is correct.

Mr. WELLING. Now, are you going to compel the miller who
sells that feed to use a sack which shall eontain exactly 60, 70,
or 80 pounds and stop there?

Mr. VESTAL. We are going to compel the miller, if he sells
a sack containing 80 pounds, to see that the sack contains 80
pounds.

Mr. WELLING. Suppose the sack contains 95 pounds?

Mr. VESTAL. I do not think there is any reason in this bill
why you can not put 95 pounds in a sack and buy it by weight;
but if the miller is selling standard packages the standard
package must contain 60, 70, 80, or 100 pounds. If it contained
more, there would be no objeetion to it, but it must contain
that.

Mr. WELLING. Then, if T go to the mill, I can get a fon of
feed in any number of sacks I want to get it in.

Mr. VESTAL. I should think so.

This bill has the indorsement of the Millers’ National Fed-
eration, American Corn Millers' Federation, National Associa-
tion of White Corn Millerg, the State sealers of Minnesota and
of Wisconsin, the National Grain Dealers’ Association, the
Department of Agriculture, the Department of Commerce, the
Bureau of Standards, and hundreds of independent millers
from every State in the Union,

In my judgment, it is a very important piece of legislation
and should be enacted into law.

I might say here that after the bill was introduced in its
present form the Secretary of Agriculture called my attention to
section 3 in the bill, and said that probably in its present form
it would be a conflict of authority, as the pure food and drugs
act is under the control of the Department of Agriculture. This
bill provides for the Bureau of Standards having control.

I expect to offer, when the bill is read for amendment, an
amendment to section 3 striking out, in line 20, beginning with
the word * hereof,” the balance of the line, and line 21 and line
22, down to and inecluding the word * therein.” The Bureau
of Standards believes that the local State laws will take eare
of any intrastate shipments, and under the pure food and drugs
act the interstate shipments will be taken care of.

Mr. GARD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. GARD. This only applies to packages marked on the
back with the net weight. Now, on the question of weight I
desire to ask the gentleman this -question: Can the gentleman
advise me the difference in weight in an 80-pound package,
where it is manufactured and weighed and labelel 80 pounds,
and what the weight will be, say, 60 days thereafter?

Mr, VESTAL. I can not state.

Mr. GARD. Is there any difference?

Mr. VESTAL. There probably would be a difference.

Mr. GARD. It would be lighter by the drying-out process,
would it not?

Mr. YESTAL. Probably so.

Mr. GARD. Nevertheless, it would be sold by the old weight
when it left the factory. It would sell for 80 pounds, although
it does not weigh 80 pounds, because it weighed 80 pounds at the
time it was put up.

Mr. VESTAL. I do not know how that could be remedied.

Mr. GARD. It could be remedied by having the actual weight
at the time of the sale. Under this bill he can sell something
for 80 pounds of commercial feed which, in fact, at the time of
the sale might not weigh more than 75 pounds.

Mr. VESTAL. I do not know, but I should not think there
would be that shrinkage,

Mr. GARD. It might be 4 or 5 pounds in an S0-pound sack,
might it not?
Mr. VESTAL. It may be, but I should hardly think so. Mr,

Chairman, how much time have I consumed?

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has consumed one hour and
seven minutes.
Mr. VESTAL. I reserve the balance of my time,

Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will yield
to me, I want to say that I am in harmony with the gentleman
from Ohip [Mr. Garp] in regard to marking small packages,
and it is my purpose to introduce an amendment to that effect.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Asuaproox] for 1 hour and 15 minutes.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures for the past hour or
more has been endeavoring as best he could—and I may say lms
succeeded well—in explaining this bill. It is not my desire or
intention to take more than a moment of time. I want to say
that for a number of years there has been considerable clamor
for this legislation. I might say in all frankness and sincerity
that I believe the ¢psire for the passage of the bill comes chiefly
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frem the millers and the manufacturers. I am, however, of the
©pinion that the- people of the ecountry at large are as well
advised as to this bill as they are of the general run of legis-
lation.

AMr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK, I will

Mr, TILSON. Is there anything in this bill to which the
cansuming public could object? In other words, is there any-

thing concealed therein that is liable to be of a disadvantage to |

the purchasing public?

Alr, ASHEROOK. I will say to my friend 1hat I swas ubout
to remark that so far as I have been able to pass upon the bill—
and I have given the matter some congideration, mot so much
as some other members of the committee during the past session,
but I have for several years given this legislation some consid-
eration, and it is my honest and humble opinien that there is
nothing in the bill that is net in the best interests of the con-
suming public or the peeple at large.

I think the standardization of weights snd measures is de-
sirable, not only fer the sale of food products :as included in this
bitl but alse in a general way. I believe that all the States
sheuld have the same weights and containers for food products
and other eommodities, so that if you live in Ohio and yon buy
in Massachusetts or Coennerticut you know that you are getting
the same weight that prevails in your own State and that there
is me loss hy buying in ether States.

I was about to say that this commitiee hans had extensive and
exhaustive hearings on this bill. It is true that those who
appeared befere the committee were largely those interested in
the manufacture of these produets, and so far as I know none of
these svhe Tepresent the censuming public at large appeared
before the committee ; but, as has been stated by the chairman of
the committee, I have never heard of a single protest against
this bill or -against this legislation.

This bill fer several years past has been well advertised in
the papers and magazines of the country, so that the public has
had advance notice that this Jegislation 'was pending. If it was
net in the interest of the consuming publie it would seem a
strange condition of affairs that some member of the committee
or tome Member of the House should not have received protests
against the bill

So far as I am able to state, T :lmaw of no objection upon the
paat of anyene 1o the bill. In my judgment, it is good legisla-
tian. That was the judgment of the committee. It is a unamni-
mous report of the eommittee, and I believe the bill should pass.

Mr. GARD. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ASHEROOK. Yes.

Mr. GARD, The gentleman is a prominent member of the
comunittee. Can he tell me by svhom the bill was prepared?

Mr, ASHBROOK. The : asks me, and I am ot
going to give him an evasive answer, but will tell him the truth.
I Delieve it was prepared by a Mr, Husband, who is the head
of the Millers' Association of the United States,

Mr. GARD. I mote that on page 62 of the hearings, Mr.
Asnnrook is queted as saying this:

And in this particular case I fhink it is ﬂiht and
gentlemen who have. the best knowledge of
matter in hangd should prepare the bill.

It was in that eonnection that I asked the gentleman who did
prepare the bill. The gentleman says that a representative of
the milling interests prepared it

Mr, ASHBROOK. If I am notmistaken that statement which
the gentleman reads from the hearings, made by myself, grew
out of the fact that the bill as it was first introduced included
breakfast foods and small-package cereal foods. Serious objec-
tion was raised to their being included in this bill.

Mr, WELLING. Who oh:lectad ‘to their being included?

Alr, ASHBROOK. Al manufacturers of breakfast-
food products.

Mr. PARRISH. Mr, Chairman, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr. PARRISH. In commection with the suggestion that the
bill may have been prepared by certain gentlemen, T would like
to ask the gentleman from Ohio if it is mot true that this bill,
almost identieal in form, has already been passed by several
States in the Union, at least in the State of Texas, and is now a
Inw on the statute books of those States?

Mr. ASHBROOK. That is my understanding, and I would
further state to the ee that one thing that influenced
me in favor of the bill was not:so much the fact that the Millers’
Association was demanding it, but the Burean of Standards has
been an ardent advocate of the passage of this bill, and I feel

proper that those
matter and have the

that we ought te give some consideration to fhat branch of Jl:ru.:-J

Gevernment,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes.

Mr, NEWTON of Mimmesota. The gentleman has mentioned
the fact, and so also did the chairman of the committee, that
there avere no protests against the bill. I wish to say that I
have received some from certain milling interests in Minnesota,
most of which stated certain ebjections to it in a sort of prop-
aganda form—at least, they were wery similar—and the im-
pression seemed to be that this was an attempt on the part of
Congress to regulate packages through interstate commerce.
When it was explained to them ithat Congress was exercising
its power under the Constitution to establish a standard, and
that this would wipe out the present 48 standards in the differ-
ent States, a great many of the objectors withdrew their objec-
tioms, although that is mot universally true.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I thank the gentleman for his statement,
and I would inguire of him whether or net he filed any of these
protests with the committee?

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. T did not. I sent them the
hearings and endeavored to get them to particularize their
objections, and in .doing so found eut what the principal objec-
tion seemed to be.

Mr. ASHBROOK. My understanding is that the big milling
interests in the gentlemam’s State are very much in favor of this
legislation.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.
in ‘my own city of Minmeapolis,

Mr. BEGG. If this bill becomes a law, can a man who has a
barrel of flour in his store sell 7 pounds of it to a customer
without becoming a technical violator of the law?

Mr. ASHBROOK. T will give the gentleman my own under—
standing of the bill. I may be wrong, and I would not want to
say that I am right, but my understanding of this bill is that
if a -denler has a barrel of flour and he takes out of fhat barrel
a certain amount and weighs out a certain number of pounds,
he can do so and not violate the law; but if a miller or a manu-
facturer puts out flour or feedstuffs in containers, then these
containers must conform to this bill.

Mr. BEGG. I would say to the gentleman that I did not so
understand the bill. In other words, I did not see anything in
the bill that gives that latitude and it seems to me that latitude
ought to be given.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I do not see anything in the bill which
does not give that latitunde.

Mr. BEGG. T can cite the gentleman to ihe subject matter
where it says that anyone who sells in any other quantity than
5 or 10 or any -other multiple of a Imndred——

Mr. ASHBROOK. Oh, that the standard packages shall he
so and so. That is, if & man puts out a bag or a sack or a
container of any kind, it must conform to this bill and be in
§, 10, 25, 50, and so-and-so pounds; but if a man breaks a
container and he wants to sell fo some poor persen an odd
number ef pounds of flour in an ordinary package, if I undes-
stand the bill correctly, he has the right to do so.

Mr. BEGG. Mayljustmadtothegm:ﬂemnnnmnim of
section 37

Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes; and, if I am mot mistaken, the
chairmmm of the committes, who has occupied an hour of time
in explaining the bill, is of the same opinion.

Mr. BEGG. The lines to which T wounld direct the zentlc-
man’s attention are these: ¥

‘That it shall be mnlawiful for any person, firm, corpora SHO-
clation to pack— L FrEk i

And that is what the gentleman stated—

grmusato be packed, to ship or offer for shipment, or to scll or offer
or sal

That is in line with what the gentleman says—
the following wheat-mill and corn-mill products—

And so forth. And it goes on then to name them, in any
other than the standard sizes——

NMr. ASHBROOK (reading)—
when In package Torm.

“ In package form " is a package that is put out by a miller
is the way I understand it.

Mr. BEGG. I may be wrong, but it struck me that a man
could not sell at retail.

AMr., HAUGEN. Afr, Chairman, if the gentlemam will wield,
I think we should have a definition of what “in package form™
really means.

Alr. ASHBROOK, It seems to me that that is plain enongh.

Very much so. That is true
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Mr. HAUGEN. My understanding is that the courts have
defined * package form,” but I have been unable to find the
court decision.

Mr. ASHBIRROOK. When the millers ship any of these prod-
uets they must be in packages to conform to this law.

Mr. HAUGEN. I have in mind a country miller. Say that
n farmer goes there with his grain and calls for so much
flour, and suppose 78 pounds of flour are ground and put up in
a grain sack. The penalty under the circumstances is $500,
and it seems to me that that is an injustice. I take it that no
one cares to penalize anyone for selling any other packages
than those named in the bill unless they are sold with some
intent to defrand.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Well, I might be far from the facts in my
judgment, but my belief is that if the farmer goes to the miller
with his grain to have it ground and he receives in return a
certain number of pounds of flour and other feeds that go with
ihe wheat it is not a violation for him to receive the odd weight;
but if the miller sells him a sack of flour, if he puts up a sack
of flour to send it out under his brand, then it must conform to
the law.

Mr. HAUGEN. I agree with ihe gentleman, but the bill reads
unless it is in 5 pounds, 25 pounds, or 50 pounds it is not in pack-
age form, and the penalty is $500. It seems to me there should
be some definition of package form, and it should be made clear
that the miller may sell in any package he might see fit pro-
viding he gives the net weight, ’

Mr. ASHBROOK. As a matter of fact, is that a sale when the
farmer takes his wheat to the miller and gets it ground and
receives in return a certain number of pounds? That is not a
sale,

Mr. HAUGEN. In years past it was customary for the farmer
to haul the wheat to the mill and have it ground and the miller
to take the foll. Now the farmer sells the wheat and goes to
the mill and buys the flour and buys it in his own container. It
may be a grain sack or a flour sack.

Mr. ASHBROOK. If he buys outright from the miller the
miller must sell it in compliance with this bill.

Mr. HAUGEN. Suppose he has not a standard sack? They
use a grain sack or any other sack.

Mr. ASHBROOK, But he has seales in his mill and he ean
weigh it out.

Mr. HAUGEN. But he must have this standard container.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I do not so understand it.

Mr. HAUGEN. According to the bill,

Mr. ASHBROOK. It is the container which contains a num-
ber of pounds mentioned in this bill.

Mr. DUNBAR. The package form is referred to in section 2,
and in section 2 the meaning of package form is the standard
package. Now, the standard weights of packages ave to be 5, 10,
25, and 50 pounds, or 200 or decimals of 200, so that while you
can not sell a standard package in package form containing any
other multiples or decimals of 200, yet you can sell in bulk any
amount which you want, because when you are selling in bulk
you are not selling in standard packages in package form and
you are not setting up a standard package in package form.

Mr. HAUGEN. If the law is to be so considered I have no ob-
jection, and I certainly agree with the gentleman that we ought
to pass it. However, I think that nobody desires to penalize any-
body for selling in any other container than that provided for
here.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, this discussion of this bill
is no doubt very interesting and proper, but when the bill comes
up for consideration under the five-minute rule these gentlemen
may then have opportunity to express themselves for or against
the bill. I promised to yield some time to the Members on this
side of the House, and I therefore will be compelled at this time
to end this discussion of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. AsH-
prooK] has 52 minutes remaining and the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. Vestar] has 9.

Mr, ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD].

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I have requested the courtesy of consuming the time I
have asked for the purpose of directing the attention of the
House and the country to the present status of the numerous
bills that have been introduced in the special session of Con-
gress affecting the interest of our discharged soldiers, sailors,
and marines.

I do not know, as a matter of fact, that when the armistice
was signed and the soldiers were mustered out of the service
and returned to their homes that those who were not wounded
and not disabled expected the Congress of the United States to
initiate any legislation of any character for their special and

particular benefit, but I do know, and you know, whether the
propaganda was incited by the ex-service men themselves or
not—and in a large measure it was not—that there have been
introduced in this Congress by various Members from various
sections some 50 or 60 bills relating exclusively to this particu-
lar subject which I am discussing.

Now, early in the special session, upon the recommendation of
the President in a special message, and evidently by the assent
of the majority leader, what is known as the Lane bill or the
Mondell bill was introduced and referred to the Committee on
the Public Lands, and after extensive hearings that bill was
favorably reported, and has been upon the calendar of the IHouse
awaiting action since the 1st day of August last. That bill
provides for the reclamation of arid, eut-over, and swamp lands
by ex-soldiers. There have been introduced into Congress many
bills to provide for bonuses and extra compensation, bills to
provide financial assistance to the ex-service men for the pur-
pose of buying either rural or town and city homes, arfd the
combination of all these elements of relief measures have been
referred to the various appropriate committees of the House.

Now, gentlemen, what is the net result up to this date? The
Mondell bill, as I say, lies dormant, if not dead, upon the
calendar. I heard a distinguished Member of the Senate,
high in authority in that body, a Republican, say casually in
the Senate restaurant, when the President’s message came in
in connection with the renewed recommendation for the passage
of the Mondell bill, that it was idle for the President to make
any recommendation in regard to that bill, for it was as dead as
a red herring. It seems to be so as far as any action here in
this House or any effort of the majority to put it upon its
passage is concerned. And bear in mind that is the only bill
ready for passage framed in the interest of the ex-service men,

I do not know, in the long run, whether this Congress is
going to pass any affirmative legislation for the benefit of the
service men or not, but I do say, in justice to them, that this
Congress ought to exercise its power and its responsibility either
to pass some legislation of that character or to announce to them
and the couniry that it proposes not to pass it. [Applause on
the Democratic side.]

Now, I have introduced upon my own authority and without
consultation with anybody a resolution which has been referred
to the Committee on Rules—House resolution No. 405—propos-
ing that the Speaker of the House shall appeint a special com-
mittee of 18 Members, to which committee shall be referred all
of these various and sundry bills affecting measures of this
character, namely, those providing for rural homes, those pro-
viding capital for agricultural development, and those providing
bonuses or additional compensation, in order that, if this Con-
gress is going to take any action of any sort, a special com-
mittee of that character, appointed in the discretion of the
Speaker, shall have an opportunity to consider every phase and
angle of the situation in order to bring out legislation that will
meet the various contending positions on this question, because
no single bill will do it. You take a man that was a soldier,
and if legislation is passed proviaing for rural homes that does
not interest him if he is a city man and is not interested in a
farm. The Mondell bill, if passed, would only serve to interest
a small per cent of the ex-soldiers, because only a few would
desire to go off to some strange section to reclaim swamp or
cut-over lands for farms, although some would do so.

Many of the men would be glad to waive any claim for fur-
ther bonus if they could be given an opportunity to borrow
money through Government agencies, on reasonable terms, to
buy and own their own homes and farms, as is provided in sev-
eral of the bills which have been introduced, but which seem to
be chloroformed in the committees.

The purpose of my resolution—and I urge upon gentlemen
the thoughtful consideration of the proposal—is to afford an
opportunity for legislation to be brought out, just as oppor-
tunity was afforded for the bringing out of water-power legis-
lation by the creation of the special Water Power Comumittee,
It would give opportunity to harmonize all these various
schools of thought on special legislation for ex-soldiers, plac-
ing all these bills in the hands of one central committee, upon
which shall rest the duty and responsibility of finally passing
upon this great guestion,

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Certainly.

Mr. CONNALLY. I would like to ask the gentleman from
Alabama if his resolution applies to that character of legisla-
tion pertaining to soldiers only? Do you want to restrict it to
soldiers? :

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes, absolutely, to soldiers, sailors, and
marines—those who served in the military or naval forces
of the United States in the war with Germany. The proposal
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is that all those measures shall be referred to this special
committee, notwithstanding any general rule of the House to
the contrary.

The resolution also prcwides that all of these bills which

have been referred to the Committee on the Public Lands and
to the Committee on Banking and Currency and the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and the Committee on Appropria-
tions, or any other standing committee, shall be referred in-
stantly, upon the passage of this resolution, to this special
committee, except bills which may already have been reported
out or put on the calendar, and I understand at this time
there is only one of those—the Mondell bill.

Regardless of the final character of legislation upon these
subjects that may be brought before the House for considera-
tion, I submit that it is not fair fo the ex-service men of this
country, who have been led to believe, very largely by the action
of Members of Congress, that we are going to consider and
pass legislation of some sort for their compensation or for their
benefit, to longer delay definite action. If you let the situation
lie as it is, you will never get any practical result. How many
of the committees to which these bills have been referred have
had any hearings on them? Can the Republican steering com-
mittee give any assurance of early action on any of them?
They are silent. What disposition do you find here on the
part of those responsible and in authority for legislation in
Congress to press for consideration any of these bills and
either finally pass favorably upon them or reject them? I
think it is only fair to the ex-service men and it is only fair
to the taxpayers of the country and it is only fair to the Mem-
bers of this House itself that we shall not further delay some
concrete action upon this legislation, but that we shall deter-
mine either to put it into effect and to give some affirmative
legislation for the relief or compensation of our ex-gservice
men or else, in justice to them, to announce that it will not be
the policy of Congress to undertake legislation of that character.

At the proper time I trust that the Committee on Rules will
see fit to give this resolution its earnest consideration. It is
not offered in any party spirit. It is offered simply for the
purpose of undertaking to solve the problem that every one of
you has been thinking about every day since you came back to
this session of Congress. The Republican Party, of course, is
responsible. You have invited the responsibility. It has been
bestowed upon you. It legitimately belongs to you, and the
country, of course, will legitimately hold the majority respon-
sible for its action or for its failure to act.

I feel sure that the minority here are willing, as Judge
Towxer suggested in his speech yesterday we ought to do, to
cooperate in a definite and specific conclusion with respect to
this legislation one way or another.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BANKHEAD., Certainly.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The gentleman in his opening statement, as
I understood, said that he had a list of the bills pertaining to
the welfare of the soldiers and sailors.

Mr. BANKHEAD. No. I have not a list of all. I inquired
at the document room and was informed that there were prob-
ably from 65 to T0 bills of various characters.

Mr. ZIHLMAN. You have not a list of the bills?

Mr. BANKHEAD. No; I have not prepared any. I simply
desire to call the attention of the House to my resolution and
to ask, if it meets your approval, that you give it favorable
action if opportunity is presented. [Applause.]

For weeks and weeks it was intimated that the majority
here would wait until the national convention of the American
Legion met and made recommendations. That excuse no longer
exists. That convention has met and acted. We will see how
much longer this poliey of inaction and indifference shall con-
tinue. If you are going to legislate for the benefit of the men
who, above all others, have earned the gratitude of this Nation,
you should act and act without delay. If you are not going to
legislate for their benefit you should have the courage to say
g0, and thereby settle the maiter once for all, so that the ex-
soldiers may not further be encouraged to expect favorable
action and may make their plans and arrangements accord-
ingly. In justice to them we can do no less.

Such a special committee as I have suggested can and should
agree upon legislation fair and helpful to our veteran soldiers
and sailors without imposing any undue burdens upon the tax-
payers of the country and without being unduly liberal to the
men themselves. Let us not longer “ hold the word of promise
to the ear and break it to the hope."”

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. AsH-
Booox] has 43 minutes remaining and the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. VEstAar] has 9 minutes remaining.

LIX——I1

Mr. ASHBROOK. I will yield 10 minutes to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr, ConNALLY] ; but first I will yield to the gentle-
man from Kentucky [Mr. Troxmas] 20 minutes, providing he
makes a good speech. [Laughter.]

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog-
nized for 20 minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
revise and extend my remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Recorp,
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. THOMAS., Mr. Chairman, I do not know very much
about the pending bill, for the reason that I have not had an
opportunity to properly investigate it, but I understand this,
like certain horse-show rings at country fairs, is a general-
utility debate, and a person can declaim on any subject he may
feel inclined to discuss,

I do not agree with the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
Kircuix] as to some of the statements he made in regard to
this bill. He stated, in substance, that in most parts of this
Republie the people are greatly concerned about the number of
pounds of food they can obtain under food-administration laws
and the kind of sacks they may be permitted to put it in. I
beg leave to differ from him. The people are more concerned
about ways to obtain sufficient money with which to buy food
during these times of the high cost of living than they are
about the kind of sacks in which to put it, or whether the
lettering on the sacks is in color red, white, or blue.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the distinguished gentleman from Ken-
tucky yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield
to the gentleman from Texas?

Mr. THOMAS. Yes,

Mr. BLANTON. Under the present mode of selling flour the
sacks contain 12, 24, 48, and 96 pounds, and there are numerous
sacks, of course, in those denominations now in existence. Now,
to pass this bill changes all that and makes all these sacks use-
less, and that is what the gentleman from North Carolina meant
when he said that the people were highly concerned about this
bill. Instead of getting stuff in the sacks which are now avail-
able, they will not get it at all for a while, because new sacks
of all denominations must be provided.

Mr. THOMAS. Well, there may be 12, 24, 48, or 96 pounds
in the sacks that the gentleman speaks of, but T doubt very much
whether they will weigh that much,

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrcHiN] talked
about this Republican Congress and what it had failed to do in
regard to constructive legislation. I beg leave to differ from
him again. This is a great Congress, with a large Republican
majority, and I say without jesting it contains many able Re-
publican as well as Democratic Members. This House has en-
acted one marvelous piece of legislation, which will go down in
history through all the ages as the most beneficial and far-reach-
ing legislation to reduce the high cost of living ever conceived by
the brain of man provided it passes the Senate and becomes law,
In fact, it sprang from the brain of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee like Minerva from the brain of Jupiter, full formed and
perfect and ready to strike down with one mighty and effective
stroke the high cost of living, and no one should be so skeptical
or so impertinent as to disbelieve that thing will in due season
be accomplished because if is to be done by taking the tax off
of ice cream and soda water and supplying the deficit by an in-
creased tax on the real necessities of life. [Laughter.]

As a matter of fact, however, in my opinion the gentlemen
who inadvertently or otherwise voted for that bill should re-
turn to the expectant and awaiting presence of their constituents
and duly and humbly apologize for their action and spend a sea-
son of repentance in sackeloth and ashes.

In my opinion—and I do not think I am in a minority in this
country in that thought—the best thing Congress can do is to
settle decisively once and for all the questions of the peace treaty
and league of nations and pass the appropriation bills and go
home. It would do Congress good to get out of the profiteering
environment and mucky atmosphere of Washington for a time
and mingle with their constituents and learn their opinions on
current matters.

And that would bring a change of living conditions from cold-
storage junk and indifferent cooking to the fresh, pure food
and good cooking of the countryside. Congress could thera
mingle with the thrifty sons and fair daughters of the soil
and breathe the inspiration of nobler thoughts and loftier
ideals, The frost is now on the * pumpkin,” the ripened corn
is in the crib, the golden wheat is in the bin, the yellow yams
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are mellowing and sweetening in the ccllar, the soceulent per-
simmon and the toethsome * are now ripened under
the coel temperature of frosty, freezing moonlif nights, and
all nature is redolent witlh the perfume of dying flowers and
aglow with the varicolored beauty of auntumnal forests

‘glory and splendor of autumnal sunsets,

And then to contemplate the epicurean richness of a couniry
dinner consisting of country-cured ham ; and hog aud lye hom-
iny, made only as they know hew to malke it in Kentueky 3
accompanied by light, hot biscuits and eountry-made black-
berry jam and other like delicacies; and to crown all, as a final
course, a big, fat, juicy * possum,” fully made ready for the
feast by the fall of several biting frosts upon it and eecked: only
as an old senthern negre “mammy"” knows hew to prepare
‘such. dainty dishes, and the whole fringed with layers of big,
tempting, yellow sweet potatoes, exuding sugared sweetness
over the luscious marsupial dish in drops of waxen thickness.

Such a dinner is a real and glorious feast, fit not only for a
Congressman but for the gods; and after it is ewer, how pieas-
ant to go to the old logmhle und crawl up into the: loft as in
¥ again, and repose on the new-mowrn
h:ltbdintopeacufulm by thie patter
roof, and drift away into dream-

mentally and physically, not to say morally.

Mr. Chairman, there is now a great ceal strike in this eoun- |

try which is hurtful te the miners and disastrous to: conunerce

‘and induostry. Every legitimate means should be used to averf |
and settle differences between capital and labor, so that strikes |

may be prevented and the resultant financial Josses avoided,
but at the same time capital and the publie shouid keep: in mind
the fact that the workman is not only entitled te a living wage
but is: entitled te something to lay by for eld age amd to. tide
him over the days when the hand of mikfortune maxy fall
heavily upen him.

The distriet which T hove the honor to represent in this House
is in part a coalmining distriet, and most of the miners belong
to the United Aline Workers' organization. In 1917-1918 these
miners asked for a raise of wages, but tliey were refused on the |
ground that we were at war, and like good eitizens they quiethy
submitfed, although they were not then and are not new getting
a suffieient living wage to. meet the inereased cost of living

After the war was over they again requested a raise of wages
to meet the living cenditions that confronted them. The miners
are loyal eitizens. Nbt an act of disloyalty to the Government
so. far as I have heard was ever charged against any of them.
Over 60,000 of them were in the service of their comntry as
soldiers. They fought for their country with manly fortitude
and eourage. They never turned their backs to the foe. and
their wounds were all in front. Many of them were wounded
and erippled for life while others died upen the field of battle
and their bodies are buried in Flanders fields—

Where the ptrp'p!el hlow
the: erosses, row om row.

The miners suhseﬂ.bed and paid for more than $100,600.000 i

bonds and i addition gave large sums to the Red Cross

Liberty _
and other charitable organizations for the purpose of aiding to

win the war. Al they are new asking is to be treated with fair
consideration in the matter of wages. I have seen misstatement
after misstatement about miners wages piled one on another like:
Ossa on Pelion.

Miners, with the exception of day hands, are paild by the ton
for mining coal, and I have never seen a statement firom any
fuel administrator, newspaper, or Congressman which has at-
tempted to elucidate this question: as te how much they are paid!
per ton for their work. Every statemest I have seen about the
matter is mere assertion and far-fetched guesswork.

I recently received from the vice president of district No. 23
of the United Mine Workers” of America the following tele-
gram:

In behalf of 5,000 miners who kave been made slaves by the euforee-
ment of the Lever law may I urge you to use {Wr inﬂtu-nu. to havae tn.h.
law repealed? Our very souls protest against D Garfield

.glven the authority to decide the amount of wageu me ]
mcelve We understand he is a stockholder in some large bituminous:
and receives

gre&t Werld War? Not
nch of onr organization commit. We had

service. We bought more than
el Cross, ete.
wages for the
We were then enuil:ad
Ve hcmed. our head in submls-
expecting to be given a

and the |

and the pemp and circumsianee |

to enjoy a well-deserved restl |
be; and Congress will be benefited |

i * Afr. Chatrman, in my opinién, it Mr. Wilson had not bees sick
at the time the attempt was made te arbitrate the strike and
had been able to give personal attention to the matter the strike
wonll have been settled, and the men would now he at work.

The assertlon is made, not based ¢n facts, that the miners
at the time of the strike were receiving exerbitant wages and
the: public has Been diligently edueated by interested and
" profiteering persoms te place alf the fault for the high priee of
‘eoal oy the miners and operators. Recently o Washington
newspaper published an interview with a Louisvilie party as to
‘the wages miners are receiving in the Birmingham, Alm., coal
distriet. He knew, he said, because he had just returned from
a trip to Alabama. He probably made this trip in an suto and
is ne doubt one of those auto miners who know just about as
much about mining as city auto farmers do about farming.
This city auto miner most likely never saw a coal mine in his
‘life, and the ecity aute farmer probably never turned a furrow,
yet the one ean telt all about mining snd the other all about
farming and just what things should be done and what wages
are paid, by intuition prebably, owing to the vastness and pro-
fundity of their respective intellects.
mj'flhe Louisville party, as detailed by the Washington paper,

The normal
| what is being

Aml he adds—

The mtners nre already making exceptionally high wages—irom $300
to $400, and In some cases b per- month—

And he further states that T0 per cent of the miners are at
work in that district.

If any miners are making such wages, they are contreact
miners and such sums are their gross earnings, and out of the
grosg earnings should be deducted the wages of two or three
men, as those mines are machine mines and the wages of the
. helper and loander should be deducted, and when that is done the
" wage even of a contract miner will fall far below $300.

In the Birmingham district, which is the Alabama distriet,
| according to the United Stabm Bureau of Mines for the year
1918, the latest report available and the year of greatest produe-
" tion, the coal cutput in that district was as followvs :

gutput of that distriet is 55,000 tons daily and that is
pnﬁucﬁd OW——

. Number of short tona 19, 184. 082
aner of men employede FL] 29.221
I Average number oft duys worked. __ e 278
| Average number of tons mined per mag 732

Machine miners and pick miners are paid en a différent
- basis, but their tvages are abent in amount the same per ton,
| based on the pay per fon of @ piek miner, and that in Ken-
1tu£kyls§0."‘"|.'laatmn,ml is: probably o little less in ATubama.
Certainly nowhere in the worlib are miners paiil an Jdollar per
ton for mining; and adinitting they are;,. then; it they mine 732
tons on an average per man a year at a dollar per ton, their
¢ avernge wages In Alabama for 1918 were 3732 per year, or just
' $61 per month, and not $300 nor $400 nor $608 per month as the
gentleman from Louisville with such vivid imagination seems to
| believe; hut their wages; based on the aetual amount paid per ton
- for the days worked, is abeut $566 per year; er about $4T per
month.

Of course the 278 daye me miners werked im that districl
| represents doys and parts of days and not 278 fulf days' werk.
The simaliness of miners’ earnings is not enly due to low wages,
‘but also due te the failure of railreads to furnish cars to the
mines. Of course, miners ceould earn more i finmished cars
by the railroads. Aceording to the highly decerated imagina-
tionr of the United States Fuel Administrator miners are- re-
' ceiving $1.50 per ton on an average for mining, se I am informed.
TFhat statement can not be substantinted by any earthly faets,
' beeause no plice do they ever receive a delilar a tom, except,
perhaps, in some iselated instanees of eontruet mining, Iven
I they reeeived $L.G0 per ton for mining In the Birminglam
district and mined 732 tons for 1918 per man, the wages for the
‘yeur on an average would amount te $1,088, or $91.50 per
month per man, and miners” wages have not increased sinee
‘1918, the year of greatest preduction. They were getually paid
per ton about $0.7735, so the average wages per miner in that
district for that year were actually abent $5866 per year per
man, ot a little over $47 per manth, and they are no more now.

The Fuel Administrator stafes, so I amr informed, that n
miner can live on $950 s year, aithough the Seeretary of the
Treasury resigned because he eould not live en $12,000 a year.
If that be true, then the Fuel Administrater, in the fullness of
his great heart and the abundance ef his leving charity, is
willing, after allowing & niiner and his family $950 en which
to: merely exist—and most miners have fumilies—to allow him,
according fo his: own statement of the wages per tom reecived

by miners, the further munificent sum of $148 per year to pay
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for the few pleasures he may indulge in or to carry him over
the misfortunes that may betide him or his family.

According to the figures of the United States Bureau of
Mines the coal production in Kentucky in 1918 was as follows:
Number of short tons 81,612, 617
Number of men employed 39, 342
Average number of days worked_ 230
Average number of tons mined per man 804

If the average wage paid is $0.77385 per ton for mining, then
804 tons per man per year would amount to $623.89 per year, or
$51.99 a month. If any man will show me by the signed scale
of wages under which the miners are working that this state-
ment is not correct I will be glad to correct the mistake, but
this is the information I have received from some of the parties
to the contract.

It is stated that the cost of living has advanced about T9.8
per cent and the wages about 58 per cent. Such estimates are,
in my opinion, delusive. As a matter of fact, the wages of
miners have not advanced since the war began, and in 1917-18
they were refused an advance on account of the war, while the
wages in almost every other industry were advanced on account
of the war and the increased cost of living, and the advance in
living, as everyone who buys knows, has been in most instances
over 100 per cent.

As advertised in the Louisville, Ky., papers, the retail price
of coal in that city is:

Per ton.
Weal FNIgiiln  m e a i $7.00
West Virginia nut 6. 50
Kentucky lump 6. 6o
Kentucky nut - b. B0

The freight cost per ton from most, if not all, the western
Kentucky mines to Louisville is §1 per ton, and the maximum
price loaded on the railroad cars at the mines is $2.45 per ton;
so the coal is delivered in Louisville at a cost of $3.45 per ton,
leaving to the retailer a gross profit of $2.05 per ton on Ken-
tucky nut coal and $3.05 on lump coal.

I do not know what the freight rates from the West Virginia
coal fields are, but certainly not more than $1.50 per ton, and I
have no idea it is that much; but at that rate West Virginia
bituminous coal is delivered in Louisville for $3.95 per ton and
the lump coal is sold for $7 per ton, leaving a gross profit to
the retailer of $3.05 per ton on West Virginia lump coal and
$2.55 per ton on nut coal; and yet the coal miner is cruelly and
unjustly assailed by the newspapers and the publie for the high
price of coal. And the prices in Washington City are still
higher; but the miner gets the same price per ton for mining
the coal that goes to both places.

In addition to this profit, the retailer usually sells 1,800
pounds for a ton, thereby giving 9 tons of coal and charging
the same as 10 tons, and making a still further profit of from
$5.50 to $7 on each 10 tons of coal sold.

The retailers in many instances are the railroads; so the
railroads and the retailers are the ones who are profiteering on
the public in the cost of coal, and not the miners and opera-
tors, The excess over $2.45 per ton for coal is the gross profit
divided between the railroads and the retailers; and in this
city, with bituminous coal selling at $7.90 per ton, that gross
profit amounts to $5.45 per ton, as the coal is placed on the
railroad cars at a maximum price of $2.45 per ton.

Injunction proceedings are pending against a number of
miners for alleged violation of the so-called Lever Act. This
proceeding is pending under an amendment to the Lever Act
which was reported to the House by Mr. Hauvcen, of Iowa,
from the Agriculture Committee, August 23, 1919. That bill
became a law October 20, 1919. Mr. Lever resigned from Con-
gress, and his resignation was effective August 1, 1919, and he
was not a Member of Congress when the bill was reported and
passed:

It was never intended by Congress that the Lever bill should
apply in such proceedings as the Indianapolis injunction cases.
That is a criminal statute and provides a certain named penalty
of fine and imprisonment for violation of a eriminal law, but
it is proposed to circumvent the plain intent of the law and
to prevent the trial on a charge for violation of a criminal
statute by a jury as all men charged with the commission of
criminal offenses are entitled to be tried under the law. In that
proceeding the court says one miner shall not furnish money or
food to anmother miner who will not work for the inadequate
wages miners now receive. In my opinion that law is the limit
of legal oppression. If these miners have violated any eriminal
law, then they are justly entitled to a trial by a jury as the
Constitution of this Republic clearly intends.

The miners and operators are charged with conspiracy to
limit the production of coal and thereby enhance the price,

but I do not believe there is any foundation for such charge.
The miners want all the cars that can be obtained, because the
more cars they get the more work they can obtain and the
greater their earnings. The operators want more cars because
the greater amount of coal they can ship and sell the more
profit they can make. The charge is not reasonable as the
price of coal aboard the cars is fixed by the Government. In
addition, the operators have for two years or more been plead-
ing with the Rafilroad Administration to furnish more cars to
the mines in which to ship coal.

Why are not injunction proceedings invoked or the criminal
lawssenforced against the railroads?

The so-called Lever law makes it unlawful and provides a
penalty for conspiring to limit the facilities for transporting
any necessaries or to restrict the distribution of any veces-
saries, or for any person to do so. The railroads and persons
connected with them. have, in my opinion, beyond question
limited the facilities for transportation of coal, and have re-
stricted the distribution of coal cars to coal mines when they
could have furnished them. If they did not, why were grass
and weeds growing in the bottong of coal ears sent to Kentucky
about 10 days before the strike? These cars evidently were
not needed by the railroads in the operation of their own coal
mines, and were probably hidden away on sidetracks remote
from coal mines to prevent the distribution of coal by inde-
pendent operators in competition with their own mines.

If they have not intended to and have not prevented the
distribution of coal, why have they given a better rate per ton
by 40 cents from the coal fields of southern Indiana and south-
ern Illinois to Chieago, Cincinnati, and other competitive points
than they have to coal shipped from the competitive field of
western Kentucky?

I believe the railroad corporations are endeavoring to get con-
trol of the entire transportation system of the country and con-
trol of all the coal mines and lands, and if laws are not passed
to prevent, I believe they will finally succeed ; and one method
to get possession of independent coal mines is to limit the dis-
tribution of cars to the lowest possible number. The Louisville
& Nashville Railroad Co., according to the Louisville Courier-
Journal, owns mines which produce 1,400 cars of coal per day,
which amounts to about 60,000 tons, and other railroads all over
the country own or operate directly or through interlocking direc-
torates vast coal properties.

November 20, 1919, a dispatch from Columbus, Ohilo, says:

Vigorous protest afnlnst the alleged delay of the Louisville & Nash-
ville Railroad in setting cars for the mines of the Hazard field of Ken-

tucky was made to Director General Hines and Fuel Administrator Gar-
Ejilg by B. F. Nigh, secretary of the Michigan-Ohio-Indiana Coal Asso-

Coonnﬁﬂaints of car shortage made to Mr. Nigh from the Hazard fleld
showed that 156 cars were provided, while the mines asked for and were
ready to load 500 cars. Coal from these mines is shipped largely to
Columbus and Cleveland.

The daily normal capacity in that field is 25,000 tons, and
even though but comparatively few mines are in operation that
railroad gives as an excuse that its terminals are congested, A
scheme worthy of a diplomat. Congest the terminals and tie up
the coal cars, and then give as an excuse for not furnishing
cars that the terminals, which were no doubt purposely congested,
are congested.

In the western Kentucky coal field day hands in mines receive
from $3.56 to $4.35 per day, and most of them get $3.56. What
gnashing of teeth and wild ululations there would be if the
swivel-chair laborers of our cities were confined to such wages !

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ken-
tucky has expired. The gentleman from Ohio has 20 minutes
remaining and the gentleman from Indiana 9 minutes.

Mr. ASHBROOK. My, Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLaANTox].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time during
my association in this House with the distinguished gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. Troxmas] that I have not been able to
agree with him on every position he has taken before the
House. But the gentleman says that there have been no figures
given Congress whatever in regard to the earnings of the coal
miners.

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Not now, but later. He says it is merely a
guess. Surely the gentleman has forgotten the fizures which
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woobs] placed in the RRecorp
some weeks ago, wherein he showed that in the mines of
West Virginia the miners there named by him had been mak-
ing from $253.60, as a minimum, per month up to $347.82 a
month.

For the information of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
THoMAS] I here insert the said statement made by the gentle-
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man from Virginia [Mr. Woops], from page 7389 of the Cox-
cnessionAn Recorp for Monday, October 27, 1919, to wit:

Alr, Woons of Virginia. 1 give the statement, which has been Tur-
nished me, as to wages earned for the months indicuted for the miners |
named at the Borderland Coal Corporation mines at Borderland, W. Va.

Thig is nut a union field, but my understanding is that prices corre-
spondi the union are paid. Mining conditions are not ex-
ceptional and the nilners are mot paid higher, or at least ot materially
g0, -and the mining conditions are materially no better l'm‘ ‘the mlmr
than gune‘ra.l]{tgrm ail in that field. Miners are charged .52 ﬁ
per room Tor me houses, most of which have hntlzmoms a
are sewercd, and $3 per month per room for brick houses, The mur
for their own wder, swhich runs from $2 n $9; s, B0
cents per month; Turnish their own toals, consisting of shovel, Tick,
mal auger, and perhaps an iron hm- They m not ¢ for timber |

ropping. Single men pay T6 cents for medical attention and mar-
1':et l:uen with families 51.2 per month,
- Ed

'I‘bemlnerworks ‘as many hours as he c¢hooses and is paid by ﬂ:e ton
or car. 'Their average.day is from seven to eight hours, but, of -course, -
during the shown bJ ‘the following statement there were
a number of days in which the anincrs were not owing to car:
shortage. These eases may be exceptional, but are clent 1o nhuw
what .eap be garned by the steady miner, ':L'helistisasioﬂow

- -

- Gross Net
Nome, 1 Month. smount. | amount.
§254.35 EM0.75
342.42 22797
308.03 164.53
259.50 172.10
276.25 246.25
564.25 28676
352.98 2%71.T8
a6.71 276.98
410.02 2.
213.05 183.84 |
208.20 224.05
“202.95 238.95
270:91 262.16
456,05 313.94
206856 B
29752 203.40°
209376 241.51
26480 180.80
258.20 232.00
258.30 912.85
400. 53 284.70 |
547.82 412.57
877.08 308. 82
3147]  280.22
423.67 252. 71
433.21 254.31
365.30 246.57
343. 90 17.21
275.41 |  155.86
257.82 167.04
237.2 J12.37
261.02 198.27
260. 55 05,5
280. 54 291.04
2070 88 141.63
201.59 376.34
$00.82 $39.82
“280.55 130.95
w61
301.60 157.20
258.60 | 218.85
837 20442
202.38 202.86

The net is after deducting store account, serip account, powder,
remt, lights, eoal, smithing, doctor's fee, insurance, and in some instances
cnqh and war cumpnign fund. These men are not stmmg.

I have just had a talk with the gentleman from Virginin
[Xr. Woons], and he informs me ‘that since he placed the above
figures in the Recorp he has ascertained that none of the above
named were contract miners, but that the above represents
the earnings of the respective individual mirers named them-
sdlves without helpers. Yon will note ‘that the amounts in the
first column under “ gross smounts” are the actual earnings
before deducting any expenses, while the amounts in the second
column, designated * net amount,” are what was left to them out
of their month's wages after paying house rent, store nccounts,
doctor bills, and so Torth.

I eall attention to the following from the Weekly Digmt,
published at Washington, D. C., Deceniber 3, 1919, on page 25
thereof :

COAL ‘OPERATORS' TAY ROLLS TROVE MINERS WHO WORK WERE PAID 2510
TO $13.05 PER DAY 1IN MONTH OF 22 WORKING DAYS.
WASHIRGTON, Novembor £6.

The executive committee of the bituminous-coal . opeutuu ‘of the een-
tral competitive ficld issued the following statement oq:dtfkt

The storm ‘eenter of the mine-wnge .coptroversy to -date has raged '
about the guestion of percentage of wage udvance since 1913 ‘as com-
wired with perm:utnae of ‘mcreased cost of Jiving sinee the same date.
Ve can prove and, as a matter of fact, have proved Ly figures submitted
¥ to -the 'public ﬂmt on fhe pereentage basis of figuring miners
have almﬂg n off operators far more than they are en-
titled to. ut e\ren more Blg'niﬁenntdthan these percentase statements

are the ﬂxm'en of actual earnings
.ﬂef is a list of miners from diﬁ‘tare‘nt mrts of the central .
ing ‘average daily earnings taken direct from

| Baul Cases_

q it.
| to the mine owners or the public to support them in ldleness
oceasio scle

| few

Willinm Dewarr 5
Alvin _Anderson

L]

CERERRPBEEDEDN®

Edwin Brawley
Jacob Gullick
Charles Wise

e etk

.

SRZE525ERER2kES

Thousands of others showing similar earnings conld be added lo this
list, .and we «contend that the figures do mot indieate an dnsufficient

%he miners auﬁ that they do not have an opportunity te work .a
sufficient nomber da&n at wam dndiested above ln nrtier to secure o
proper annual wage. Fo indicate how much cause the miners bave to
complain matter we have selected ¢ mine .p:? roll which is typi-
cal of all .others. This one month, during

pay
175 men emplarud nt
tire month. -Out of this nmm 46 -anly presemted
on each of the 22 ; 88 were present at the mine on 21 days; Bl
for 20 daye; 19 for 19 days: .8 for 1B days; 12 for 17 days: 7 for 16
days; 1 for ‘15 days: 1 for i days; 41 for i3 days; 2 for 12 days; 8
{o; 118days. 1 for 10 days; 1 for 7 days 2 for 6 dnys 4 Tor 4 days

Are those men who refuse to take full advantage of their oppuﬂuni—
ties to work, and who prefer 1o loaf rather than to prodoce coal, entitled
to mny consideration at the hands of the public? It is for these men
wha, -ﬂxmugb their refusal to work, have brouglit down the average of
the miners' earnings, that the mine workers’ organisa.ﬁn is demanding
an increased wage. We say most emphaﬂmll hey are not entitied to
If they will work they will earn ; if they wm not work it is mot mp

On every
nf the last

hey were
1t is time to

the en-
or work

n that the mine wagoe advanced
years, the number of these idlers has increased, bem
able 'to earn all they required in 2 fewer number of dnys

a halt

Would the gentleman from Eentucky have us believe that
we may better acceept partisan estimates guessed at by the
Secretary of Labor, who was a 'high official in the United Mine

| Workers of Ameriea at the time he entered the Cabinet, thon

the ‘undeniable figores from actual pay rolls from the mines of

our country?
Benator King, of Utah, has well said that—

The Department of Labor is so honeycombed with Dolshevism that il

| is unfit to bandle the -cases of persons classed as undesirable in this

conntry.

For ‘the sgme reason we «an not give any credence to esti-
mates made by the Department of Labor on earnings of coal
miners. The Becretary of Labor almost cansed a rupture in ‘the

| Cabinet of the United States when lie sought to defend the

lawbreaking, anarchistic leaders of this crpel coal strike at
a time when the Government avas trying to perfect plans to

| prevent hundreds of thousands of lhelpless women and little

children from freezing to -death.

If the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THoaras],
whom I personally like immensely and whose stand -on the floor
of this House almost invariably is in beéhalf of all the people
as a whole rather than a particular ¢lass, knew as much about
the earnings .of the miners in his ewn ‘State as he does about
everything else—because he is a well-posted man—or us much
ag the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woons] knows, he could
have told exactly what the miners of Kentucky have been
earning each month. Ask the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
Woons], who went to a man not a week ago in Kentucky and
in talking with & miner he said: “ Mr. Preston, how many shots
does it take for a day’s work to -accummlate the coal?” He
said, “ Three.” * How juuch time does it take you 'to make the
three shots?” “ Abeut 85 minutes.” *“How much time does it
take yon fo Joad a mine car?™ *“Twenty aninutes.” * How
many mine cars do you load a day?” “Trom '8 te 12, at least
10 on an average.” * How much do you get for loading a mine
| car®” “XNinety cents a car.” So this Kentucky miner, Mr,
Preston, had been working four heurs » day and making 89
a day loading 10 mine cars of coal.

If you would talk with our colleague, the gemtleman frem

4 West Virginia [Mr. Been], and other gentlemen familiar with

the facts, they would tell won ‘that there are mines in West
Virginia and other States where the miners are being fornished
by the operators with the very best Lrick houses, more com-

| fartable than the one I occupy in 'Washington, at a very nominal

rent, with steam heat, electric light, with «conl at $1 a ton at
their residence, awith o garden plot at the back of the house to
raise wegetables for the family, with water to irrigate the
garden, with excellent school afventages, and an extra Tund
ndded to the school fund to get extra teachers.

These operators have built churdhes, fhey have built Protes-
tant churdhes and Catholie churdhes, giving them free entertain-
ments at least once a week in the way of free picture shows, and
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they have done everything on God's earth to make them satis-
fied, and paid wages from $150 to over $500 a month. Those are
facts that are staring us in the face to-day. These miners have
more money and property than they ever had before in their
whole lives or ever dreamed of having.

Down in my district a Texas blizzard has been raging for a
week. Women and little children are freezing to death—just
what these anarchistic strike leaders have purposely designed—
and during the last 10-day recess, instead of going fo my home
and enjoying my short vacation, I drove an automobile myself
from Youngstown and through other parts of the State of Ohlo,
over 500 miles, driving through Pittsburgh and across the State
of Pennsylvania, trying to find out what the real condition of
some of these striking miners is. Why, as I came down through
Ohio, about the only thing I could see besides strikers, jocularly
speaking, were the cards of my good friend the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Exersox]. As I eame through his district on almost
every telephone pole I could see the card posted up—his large
printed placard—and you could read it almost a quarter of a
block off, “ Write Congressman Eumersox, at Washington, D. C.,
for any bulletin you want. He will send it to you.” [Laugh-
ter.] In some places the eating houses were designated “ The
Strikers’ Café” and “ The Strikers’ Hotel.”

Now, do the 300 strikes now existing in the United States
operate to better the conditions? Can not you see in it the influ-
ence—the soviet and Bolshevik influence—not to help the work-
ing people of this country but an influence that digs right
down at the root and foundation of this Government and is
the anarchistic influence that is seeking to disrupt the Govern-
ment,

Twelve months ago, when I first warned this Congress that
labor unions and the Ameriean Federation of Labor were domi-
nated by anarchistic influence and that our Government must
require all unions to purge themselves of anarchy and disloyalty,
I was assailed and bemeaned. If my warning then had been
heeded, all of the great suffering now existing in our Nation by
hundreds of thousands of helpless women and little children
could have been avoided, and the millions of dollars our Gov-
ernment i{s now spending protecting men who want to work in
their right to work without being attacked and killed by strik-
ing miners and striking steel workers would have been saved.

After Samuel Gompers has approved of the anarchist William
Z. Foster being placed in charge of the steel strike, and has
approved of all of his actions, and after Samuel Gompers has
approved of the unlawful strike and unlawful actions by coal-
strike leaders, and after all of his threats of disobedience to
laws should Congress pass them, and his denunciation of Gov-
ernment action, will any unprejudiced person longer contend
that he is not himself dominated by Bolshevik and anarchistic
influence? Has he ordered the unlawful strikers back to work?
No. I hope to God that Judge Anderson will take such action
with regard to these 84 strike leaders whom he has summoned
before him because of violation of the injunetion that it will
make them remember it to the lengest day of their lives, I hope
also the day will come when I ean meet and take Judge Ander-
son by the hand and say, “God bless you, Judge; you are a
man ; you are not afraid to do yeur duty; you are not afraid of
these anarchists who place bombs at the doors of people who
stand for law and order and geod government.” Yet he is being
execrated and condemned by all-labor leaders.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I yleld two minutes more
to the gentleman from Kenftucky [Mr. TeHoxmas] in order that
he may address a few well-chosen remarks to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Boaxtox]. [Laughter.]

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I attempted to ask the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. BraxToN] a question, but could net ob-
tain that privilege, as the gentleman, when he gets to talking,
does not seem to have any terminal facilities. [Laughter.]

I stated that In this miners’ wage centroversy I had never
seen any statement by those opposed to the miners as to wages
by the ton miners receive, and I have not. The amount paid
miners by the ton has been carefully concealed. They are
paid by the ton, and the only correct way to arrive at the
amount of their wages fs to find out how much they are paid
by the ton and the number of tons mined in a month or year
and from that amount deduet their expenses in mining that
coal, and their net wages in that way can be determined.

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Woops] delivered a
speech in the House October 27, 1919, in whieh he made cer-
tain statements as to the wages received for one month by 42
miners at Borderland, W. Va. It is but fair to Mr. Woobs
to state the figures are not his, but were furnished to him

3ly a person in West Virginia whose identity he does not
sclose,

The earnings of these 42 miners are approximately the same,
and I give only the statement as to the first 12 on the list,
which is as follows:

Gross Net
Nama, AMonth. amognt. | amount.
$254.35 $M0.75
342,42 =B7.17
303,03 164.53
250.5 17210
6.5 245,
354. 25 238.75
882,98 7.3
378.74 608
410.02 b
313.05 153,54
268.20 224.95
o 262,95 8.9

The net is after deducting store account, serip aceount, powder,
rent, lights, smithing, doctors' fee, insurance, and in some instances
cash and war campaign fund. These men are not starving.

In the speeeh of Mr. Woops it is further stated miners are
charged $2 per month per room for a frame house containing
two rooms, and from $2 to §9 per menth for their powder, 50
cents per month for blacksmithing, 75 cents to $1.25 per month
for medical attention.

Let us take the first man on this list, John Postuluk. His
gross earnings are stated to be $254.35 and his net earnings
$240.75, a difference between his net and gross earnings of
$13.60. Then, according to the veracious chronicler who fur-
nished the figures, John Postuluk, if he ocecupied a two-room
frame house at $2 per month per room; paid $4 a month rent,
and $2 the lowest amount for powder per month, for black-
smithing 50 cents, T5 cents for medical attention, the total
being $7.25 per month, would have left the magnificent suny of
$6.35 to pay his store aceount, serip account, lights, coal burned
in his two-room house, insurance, and perhaps the cash he
borrowed and war funds he paid, because the statement says
this sum of $240.75 was his net earnings after deducting his
store account, serip account, powder, lights, coal, smithing,
doctor's fee, insurance, and in some instances cash and war
campaign funds, and this was all paid by the difference between
his gross and net earnings, whieh was $13.60. If this statement
could be true, and of course it is net, John Postuluk and his
fellow workmen are exceedingly fortunate to be permitted to
work in the mines and live at Borderland, W, Va. It is, if the
above statement be true, certainly as goodly and fair a village
as was ever kissed by the sunlight of heaven, and, like Beulah
land, a land of milk and honey and corn and wine, unexcelled
except perhaps by the far away eelestial ecity which the olden
prophets saw in dreams and visions. Those who are eppressed
by the high cost of living in these strenuous times may now
joyfully exclaim of Borderland, W. Va.—

This is the place I long have sought
And mourned becaunse I found it not.

But the facts are that mine is a machine-worked mine and
the work done by these men was by contract. It usually takes
three men to operate a mine machine, a cutter, helper, and
loader, and these earnings were most likely divided between
the three, and if the services of the loader were dispensed with
then the wages were divided between two men, although the
amount was paid directly to John Postuluk, the contractor, who
paid his assistants.

Because the miners, after waiting for over two years for a
raise in wages to which they are justly entitled, and pleading
in every possible way that at least a part of their reguest be
granted, finally quit work rather than submit to a continuance
of such hard conditions, a Washington newspaper is moved to
declare editorially in the fullness of its wrath that—

The public can bring the miners to a realization that the;
same boat with all other people by the simple exiped.ient oiv
their food, clothing, water, mall, and other supplies.

In other words, that paper would drive the miners off the
faee of the earth if they do not tamely work for the wages the
nonpreducing part of the public demands they shall receive. It
would starve and make naked women and little children if the
miners dare call their souls their own and refuse to submit to
unjust working conditions. Such a sentiment is unadulterated
Bolshevism, and is worthy of Lenin and Trotski and the soviet
murderers of Russia, who starve women and children in order to
eompel the people of that oppressed and forsaken land to submit
to their demands.

There are various kinds of Bolshevists—the bomb threwer,
the poisoner, the parlor Bolshevist, the newspaper Bolshevist,

are in the
cutting off
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and others, all of the same ilk and kidney, and all of whom
should be deported forever out of this Republic. The Bolshevist
who advocates class distinction and oppression by starvation of
one class in order to compel it to submit to the unjust demands
of another and nonproducing class is just as harmful a Bol-
shevist as the bomb thrower and just as great menace to the
stability of the Government, and the same punishment should be
meted out to him as to the bomb thrower.

All these various kinds of Bolshevists, newspaper DBolshe-
vists, who advocate the starving of women and children, In-
cluded, are the unwashed products of anarchistic sentiment, and,
like the olden Scottish seers and Roman augurs, claim to fore-
tell most all events with unerring certainty in the advoeacy of
their diabolical doctrine and promulgate measures which are
poison to our civilization and a menace to the liberties of our
country. The newspaper which made the above editorial com-
ment advocates more harmful methods than those it condemns in
the miners.

The miners stood nobly by our country during the war. Be-
sides leaving a multitude of dead on the battle fields of France,
they delvedl into the mines and furnished the fuel to keep the
wheels of our munition factories and all other industries run-
ning day and night. They did not hesitate or falter. Had they
not been industrious and faithful the fires in every factory in
this land would have gone out and the gates would have been
closed. The mills would have run slowly or been silent. Every
mother's hearts would have been apprehensive and the printed
roster of our unfed dead in France would have been much more
appalling. Sorrowful faces would have blanched with added
terror from one end of this land to the other, Our armies would
have melted away. Commerce would have been ruined and
wealth destroyed by the billions and this Republic would have
become the vietim of the greed of Bolshevism and the passion of
monarchs.

The baleful gaze of warring millions is now lifted from the red
fields of death and battle and the feet of marching armies are
turned from the ways of war to the paths of peace, and the coal
miners of America deserve as much credit as any other class of
citizens for helping to win the victory. [Applause.]

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Texas [Mr, CoNNALLY].

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the committee to a matter that has been pending before
the Committee on Foreign Affairs for some time which has
attracted considerable attention in the press and elsewhere,
That is the question of the return to the United States of the
bodies of American soldier and sailor dead buried in France.
I want to say that.n discussing this matter I trust I shall not
be charged with unduly agitating or stirring up any kind of
sentiment respecting the matter, because such is not my inten-
tion. T am prompted to say what I intend to say this afternoon
only by the fact that I am a member of the Committee on For-
eign Affairs, which has been conducting a good many hearings
upon this subject, and because a good many delegations have
appeared before us with reference to the situation.

I have to-day introduced a joint resolution and asked that it
be referred to that committee, and I believe if it is passed
promptly by the two Houses it will have a very great effect
toward persuading the French Republie to lift the present re-
strictions which prevent the disinterment and return of Ameri-
can soldiers to the United States. The resolution is as follows:
Joint resolution requesting the French Republic to repeal, modify, or

suspend the laws, ministerial instructions, and regulations of the

French Republic preventing the immediate disinterment and return

to the United States of American military dead buried in France, and

directing the Secretary of War, upon the French Republic consenting,
to take appropriate action to effect such disinterment and removal to

the United States of such bodies in cases where requests for such
removal are made by the nearest of kin.

Resolved, ete., That the French Republic be, and is hereby, earnestly
requested to repeal, modify, or suspend, in so far as same may apply
to the bodies of American soldiers, sailors, and marines, the laws, min-
isterial instructions, and regulations of the French Republic preventing
the immediate disinterment and speedy removal to the United States
of the bodies of American soldiers, sailors, and marines now interred in
France, so that the Government of the United States may remove to the
United States the bodles of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, in casea
where requests for such return are made by the nearest of kin of such
deceased solidlers, sailorg, and marines, for burial in the United States.

SEC. 2. That the Secretary of State transmit to the Government of
the French Republic a certified copy of this resolution.

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed, upon
the French Republic consenting to such disinterment and removal, to
take appropriate and necessary actlon to exhume and remove to the
United States with all reasonable sﬁeed and safety and with due cere-
mony_the bodies of all soldiers, sailors, and marines of the American
Expeditionary Forces who are buried in France and the return of whose

ies to the United Stafes is desired and expressed by the nearest of
kin. The Becretary of War is further directed, upon arrival of such
bodies in the United States, to make such delivery or disposition of such
bedies as may be requested respectively by the nearest of kin,

Briefly, the situation is simply this: Pending hostilities the
American authorities and the French authorities undertook to
arrive at some agreement as to when American soldier dead
Iying in France should be returned to the United States. On
account of the great troubles of transportation and the vast
machinery of our Army in France, the French Government, at
the request of the American military authorities, postponed the
consideration of any agreement until after ali American forces
should haye left France. It was purposed that at that time dis-
cussions would be taken up with a view to arriving at some
definite conclusion between the two countries. Recently the
State Department and the War Department have taken up with
the French Government the question of arriving at some under-
standing upon the subject. Up to date the French Republie
has declined to permit the disinterment and removal of bodies
to the United States prior to January 1, 1922, It has been urged
by the French authorities that sanitary considerations, transport
considerations, and other things were of such a character as to
make it impractical to earry out this policy with reference to
their own soldiers, and they argue that to permit the United
States to disinter their dead and bring them back fo the United
States would excite the French people to make the same de-
mands upon their own Government. A great many bills have
been introduced upon the subject, as well as several resolutions,

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr, Braxp] some time ago
introduced a very elaborate measure providing for the establish-
ment of an independent commission and providing for an ap-
propriation of $50,000,000 and the building up of a machine to
carry out this work. The practical difficulties which present
themselves with reference to this matter are, first, we must
secure the consent of the French Government, and so my joint
resolution provides in terms that the two Houses of Congress
respectfully request that the French Republic repeal, modify,
or suspend its laws, ministerial instructions, and regulations
50 as to permit the United States to bring back to this country
the bodies of such soldiers, sailors, and marines where such
removal may be requested by the nearest of kin. The second
part of the resolution is a direction to the Secretary of War to
proceed with the disinterment, upon the consent of the French
Government being obtained, and to bring back to the United
States the bodies of those soldiers whose nearest of kin desire
and express the wish for that to be done.

The reason these other bills establishing independent com-
missions should not be adopted lies in the fact that the War
Department already has an extensive machinery established for
this very purpose. A graves-registration service has been or-
ganized for quite a long time and has successfully earried out
the disinterment of bodies in isolated graves and centralized
them in the great central cemeteries. Therefore if the resolu-
tion which I have introduced shall meet with the favor of Con-
gress, nothing further will be needed in the way of legislation
to effect the return of the bodies of these soldiers or marines.
The graves-registration bureau has already, through the office of
The Adjutant General, obtained from a large percentage of the
nearest of kin of these soldiers and marines information as to
whether or not their return is desired.

And so with this information at hand, and with the other in-
formation which the bureau possesses as to the location of the
graves and the identification of the bodies, it ought to be com-
paratively a simple matter, when the French Government con-
sents, to disinter those bodies and return them to the United
States. A great deal of discussion has taken place in the public
press and on the floor here with reference to propaganda, both
for the return of the soldiers’ bodies and against the return of
the soldier dead. It is a question upon which 1 take it any
propaganda one way or the other is improper. The War De-
partment has been very severely criticized for the statement of
the Secretary of War and the statement of Gen. Pershing that
the department and Gen, Pershing indulged the hope that the
parents and kin of these soldier dead would be content to let
their remains rest in France. I do not believe that the expres-
sion of that opinion on the part of those functionaries involved
any breach of propriety. I take it that the War Department
being in touch with this situation and understanding the diffi-
culties involved, nothing improper upon the part of those gen-
tlemen was done in expressing that opinion. Those who favor
and have been urging the return of the bodies have very seri-
ously and very bitterly criticized the position of the War De-
partment in that regard. But the Secretary of War has always
said that irrespective of the views of the War Department,
the War Department had promised to return the bodies of all
soldiers whose parents or next of kin requested it and that the
department intended faithfully fo keep that promise, and I
believe that that is true, and it is borne out by the fact that
already steps have been taken by the War Department to bring
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back the soldier dead from every -country in Europe with the
exception of France, and with regard to France steps have al-
ready been taken to bring back the soldier dead whese parents
or nearest of kin have requested it who were buried in those
areqas of France-out of what is known as the * zone of the army.”
The French consented to the disinterment and return of those
bodies.
faith of the War Department in carrying out the promise which
it made, .and for that reason the resolution which I have infro-
dueced simply directs the Secretary of War to carry ount that
policy with reference to all bodies in France, and that is one
reason why no independent organization should be set up.

But, my friends, the propaganda -on this subject, if such it
‘be, has not been made on the part of the War Department or
on the part of Gen. Pershing alone. The Undertakers’ Asso-
ciation of the United States has become very much coneerned
about this, and, much to its shame, it seems that it is taking
part in an agitation throughout the country to stir up a senti-
ment that these soldier .dead should be returned. Such an
effort to commercialize the sorrow of the mothers and fathers
of America should be bitterly confemned and denouneed, and so
far as I am concerned no condemnation could be too bitter or
too severe. I hold in my hand a eclipping from a newspaper
dated September 21, copied from, I believe, the Star, which is
as follows:

WILL URGE UNITED STATES PIGHTERS' BODIES BE BORNE TO UNITED ETATES.
ArranTic City, N. J., September 11,

A demand will be made upon the United States Gove:mmmt by the
National Funeral Directors’ Association that the bodies of American
fallen herees burled in France be brought home for burial.

At the opening session of the organization’s annual convention here
{hterday statement made at the outset of the war that ultimately

e body-of every Ameriean fighting man who made the su
would be brought home for burial m read into the reco:

John Moss, national president, of Louisville, in his address -declared
‘t.'hese 35 ﬂmeadlug throughout the Nnﬁun a n:-&wmml demand that dhis

e done,

The CHAIRMAN. In compliance with the request of the
gentleman the Chair desires to notify him that he has eonsomed
eight minutes.

Mr, ‘CONNALLY. I ‘thank the Chairman. I also have be-
here in Washington by some -of the seldiers connected with the
publication of the Stars and Stripes of the American Expedi-
a letter to the trade published in the Casket, in which the
writer secks fo make capital of this subject, somewhat in these

F Amerl 1dl t
‘Fl}_ﬁmnaﬂ% er}r,!:arg to per?a:msgkeaiecemarym mdutlesmmt m@ﬂm

“Extra business, gentlemen ! Legiumata, patriotic, kindly, sympa-
thetic, rem:
lbastensmm death rate, additional widow

ea ra o W 5 and B—0:
mr d&
motherland.”

The editorial in ‘the Stars and Stripes justly condemns this

Now, Mr. Chairman and genflemen of the -committee, so far
as my own personal feelings regarding this matter are con- |
his bones be left at rest in that soil which he sanctified by his ]|
death. But as to those parents and to those wives back here in
that the bones of their loved ones be returned to repose 1n their
family cemeteries or in a national ‘cemetery, I do not believe
the consent of the French Republic that we may bring back
whatever may remain of the once strong and healthy soldiers
them back, poor remains that they may be but yet sacred to
the Nation, to those who loved them in life and who grieve for
ment in the heart of the father or mother who is content to
leave those remains in France, I would not unduly agitate a
some cases serious disappeintment may result. Perhaps ter-
ribhie mistakes may oceur, but there seems to be a great demand
in the hearings before that committee, that many parents, many
fathers, many mothers, many widows, desire that those remains
act at all we should act very pt'umptly in this matter, because
only a few days ago, under a Paris date line, the statement was

| rexpense, connected with the work of the commission.
| promise has been lived up to literally, and although the com-

fore me here a copy of the Stars and Stripes, a paper published
tionary Forces., This paper contains an editorial which cites
words:

Then this writer fairly chortles:

Perha si!‘ﬁ%‘;ﬂmsmomethmg outrageous in his own jubilance, he
the final !s.ying away of America’s sons in the bosom
brazen appeal of the writer in the Casket.
cerned, if T had a son who had fallen in France I would prefer |
the United States who, in their sorrow and grief, may desire
that the United States ought to hesitate in its efforts to secure
who left these shores te fight the Republic’s balttles, to deliver
their death. [Applause.] And while T would not stir a senti-
desire to bring them back, because there can be ne doubt that in
throughout the country, as disclosed before our committee and
be returned to the United States; and I take it that if we shounld
made that the French Republic had refused the request made

through the State Department a short time ago regarding this
matter, and intfimated wery sirongly that if the United States
Government should bring pressure to bear the French Govern-
ment would yield.

The [AN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. ASHBROOK. I yield ihe gentleman one additional

Mr. OONNALLY. DUnder these circumstances, gentlemen of
the committee, when the French BRepublic is made to understand
the great difficulties which onr people will experience in visiting
France, of the widespread demand for the return of the bodies
«of our soldier dead, I do not believe the French Republic will
refuse to permit the return, especially if it is backed up by a
resolution of both Houses of Congress asking that these restric-
tions be lifted.

I hope to have a favorable report from the Committee on
Foreign Affairs on this reselution within a wery few days, and
I most respectfully request that those of you who are interested
in this subject may cooperate in bringing the matter speedily to
the attention of the House. If we can pass the resolution, I am
confident that the French Republic will relax its objection and
permit the removal to be accomplished.

I thank you. [Applause.]

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman
from Indiana [Mr. VesTar] to use his time. I have a few
minutes remaining and will yield them to him.

The GHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is recognized

So I take it there can be no question about the good | mimute.

for 11 minutes.

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I avill yield the mmnmder of
my time to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Tmsox].

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I am.an advocate of stand-
ardization and have often spoken in favor of different forms of
standardization on this floor. T shall suppert this bill unless
more serious objections are presented than have been brought
out in general debate. The contention that because we fix the
unit of weight at 100 pounds or the standard barrel of flour
at 200 pounds one .can not sell any number of pounds except
a multiple or certain fraction of this number, as provided in
this bill, is not tenable and does not appeal to me. Tt seems
to me fhat -all the bill means is that where a standard bag,
package, or container of any kind is indicated it must be at
one of these weights, but if a man wishes to buy an odd num-
ber of pounds eut «0of a barrel there is nothing in this bill that
«can possibly prevent it

I wish to speak about the standardizatien of another article
which is a matter of importance in our industries.

About a year and a half ago, upon my urgent representa-
tion, a bill was passed threugh this House, which later became a
law, authorizing the appointment of a commission for the
standardization of screw threads. YWhen the word *commis-
sion " is used Members of Congress usually prick up their ears
and get ready to say unkind things. I think, however, that
when the results of the work of this commission are presented
it will be found to be in a different class from meost commis-
‘sions fhat have gene before it.

It was said there would be ne ‘expense, or practically mo
That

mission has run nearly a year and a hulf it has strictly kept
to the original representation in that regard.

The membership of fhe commission consists of the Director
of the Bureau of Standards, two Army officers, two Navy
officers, and four.eminent engineers nominated by the Ameriean
Society of Mechanical Engineers and the American Society of
Automotive Engineers. The commission was appointed Bep-
tember 21, 1917, for a term of six months, which by act of
Congress was extended one year, so that the life of the com-
mission, unless again extended, will expire March 21, 1920.

The problemhthis commission set out to solve wvas to stand-
ardize and simplify screw-thread practice in the industries of
the United States. There have been and are many times the {
number of different varieties of screws actually needed in our !
industries. Even those deseribed in the same language ave not
always interchangeable.

The commission has just made a temtative Teport on its
work. I say tentative because it is desired before a final,
report is made to have the propesed report submitted to the:
most searching examination and eriticism of engineers and!
manufacturers generally. In my judgment, when this report
is made, approved, and promulzated for general use Iin tha,
industries of the country it will prove te be a monumental work, ,
the effect of which will be widespread and far-reaching. Ona,
of the results will be in greatly reducing the nuniber of sizes,,
varieties, and kinds of screws manufactured. This of itself’
will be a tremendous savmg.

B e e e e B
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When the report of this commission is generally adopted,
- hardware dealers may greatly reduce the number and guantity
of screws they will have to carry in stock. It will render inter-
changeable the several parts of machines and other articles
manufactured in different factories and in different parts of
the country. This will greatly facilitate production in peace
as in war, It will enable one factory to produce in great quan-
tities certain parts of articles, while another factory, widely
separated, will produce in large quantities other parts. All of
these parts may then be brought together in still another place
and there assembled. The ability to do this will aid materially
in keeping our manufacturing industries abreast of the indus-
trial development sure to follow the war.

]'.\llr. MANN of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Connecticut
yield?

Mr. TILSON. T yield to the gentleman from Illinois.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. What is the standard of measurement?
Is it decimal or international?

Mr. TILSON. The standard is worked out in decimal frac-
tions of feet and inches, but o as to be readily translated into
the metric system as well.

The adoption of a uniform standard of tolerances in screw
threads will increase the dependability of all mechanisms in
which screws are used, and among other advantages will add
greatly to the safety of travel by rail, by automobile, by steam-
ship, and by aeroplane.

One of the interesting phases considered and reported upon by
the commjssion is serew-thread terminology. It will be a dis-
tinet step in advance if in the future the engineer, the manufac-
turer, and the consumer may use the same language in dealing
with this very important subject and if the same terms used in
specifications and drawings shall mean the same thing.

The results of the work of this commission will not be con-
fined to the limits of this country. It is sure to take a much
wider range, The Screw Thread Commission visited France and
England, and there is reason to hope that a uniform standard
of screw-thread practice may be adopted internationally. TWhen
the work of our commission was submitted to a member of the
standards commission of Great Britain, he is reported to have
said after examining it for many days that the work had been
done with characteristic American speed and British thorough-
ness.

I shall not now ask to have this report printed as a House
document, because it contains a number of tables, plates, and
drawings, which would be somewhat difficult and expensive to
reproduce, but the report when finally approved and promul-
gated will be printed as a Government document, and made ac-
cessible not only to Members of Congress but to the metal indus-
tries generally. I call attention to the matter now, so that the
Members of the House who aided in the passing of this bill may
know that in so doing they participated in what is destined to be
a notable work in American industry.

I can not be unmindful of the fact that when I presented this
matter to the House originally, almost two years ago, many Mem-
bers were kind enough to say that it was largely upon my rec-
ommendation that they voted for it, and because of their confi-
dence in me that I would not attempt to put anything through
this House that I did not at least sincerely believe was meri-
torious. I then believed that it would be highly beneficial, and
I am more convinced of it now than ever. I have brought it to
your attention now so that when the work is finally approved
and promulgated you may see what it is for yourselves, and I
believe that you will then agree with me that in passing the
original bill you participated in a good work. [Applause.]

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, TILSON. Yes; I yield.

Mr, SAUNDERS of Virginia. I understand from the gen-
tleman’s statement that it is his judgment that if this report
is adopted there will be fewer varieties of bolts to be carried in
stock by the dealers than formerly?

Mr. TILSON, Yes. The number will be considerably re-
duced.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia.
a standard for the bolts?

Mr, TILSON. Yes.

Mr. SAUNDERS of Virginia. And there will be a uniform
standard for all bolts, whether an inch, or half inch, or any
other size?

Mr. TILSON. Yes. There will be different classes for dif-
ferent requirements. “A* class may be for fine work, “B”
class for medium woik, and *“ C " class for work requiring only
a loose fit. There may be an additional eclass, “AA,” perhaps,
for very fine work. It is al! worked out in formulas which will

That would be done by having

provide a sufficient number of sizes, shapes, and varieties e
serve all possible purposes.

In accordance with permission granted there is here inserted
a letter from Dr. 8. W. Stratton, Director of the Bureau of
Standards, and a brief summary by him of the work of the
commission :

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE,
B‘R,nni? O}r S'x':)m‘:usws.
ashinglon, October £}, 1919,
Hon. Joux Q. TiLsox, i iy

House of Representatives, Washington, D. (.

My DEAR CONGRESSMAN TILSON: In accordance with our conversas
tion the other evening I am sending to you herewith a * Eurmnsr.y of
the results of the work of the National Screw Thread Commission,” to-
gether with some supplementary remarks concerning it. You may
modlgy the form in any way you see fit, or if you desire more detail we
would be pleased to extend our statements.

With kindest regards and thanking you for the interest you are tak-
ing in our work, 1 remain,

B. W. Brmatrox,

Very truly, yours,
Director Bureau of Standards and
Chairman of the Commission,

Summary of the results of the work of the National Serew Thread Com-
mission, authorized by an act of Congress ag})roved Ju!g{ 18, 1919,
and extended by an act of Congress approved March 3, 1919,

A tentative report has been prepared by the commission containing
complete specifications, tolerances, drawings, and other detailed infor-

ation nec for the production of interchangeable screw threads.

It is the most complete guide on the subject of uniform screw threads

that has been prepared, and will serve as the basis for any future na-

tional and intérnational standardization.

This report, which is based on the best present practice in the ar-
senals, naval gun factories, and private mannfamﬂn‘g plants of the
country, will, when approved by the Secretaries of War, Navy, and
Commerce, become the basis for all screw-thread work of the varions
manufacturing plants under the control of these departments, As far
as practicable, 1t will be used in all specifications for screw threads in
proposals for articles, parts, and materials to be purchased by the Goy-
ernment. Many manufacturers have already made inguiries for the
re%rt with a view to its immediate adoption.

'he need for screw-thread dardization was m.'ute]{ felt by both
manufacturers and the Government in the production of munitions of
war. The manufacture of separate parts in different factories in va-
rious parts of the country and their final assembly at central points
involved standardization and interchangeable manufacture to an extent
never before attempted.

It is extremely fortunate that the National Screw Thread Commission
was appointed at a time when it was able to partidg:te in and take
advantage of the screw-thread standardization that d been accom-
plished during the war for the manufacture of munitions. The commis-
gion has correlated the ience gained -?-i the military departments
and has put it into form for public use. e “salvage value " of this
experience is of inestimable value to manufacturers and users of serew-
thread products.

Not only has the standardization work done by the War and Navy
Departments been freely drawn upon in the preparation of the reporf,
but that of the engineering societies as well, which have been of the
greatest assistance to the commission,

Public hearings havé been held by the commission In varlous indus-
trial centers of the countrg for the purpose of obtaining first-hand in-
formation on this subjeet from the manufacturers and users of Screw-
thread products throughout the country. They have given most valu-
able information and suggestions in regnr:l to their needs and present
practices and have shown great interest in the work of the commission.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti-
cut has expired. All time has expired, and under the rule
adopted for our guidance the bill will now be read for amend-
ment under the five-minute rule. The Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the standard of welghts for the followin
wheat-mlll and corn-mill products, namely, flours, hominy, grits, ani
meals, and all commercial feeding stuffs, shall be 100 pounds avoirdu-
pois, and the standard measure for such commodities, when the same
are packed, Slﬂﬂged, sold, or offered for sale in packages of 5 pounds
or over shall a packa containing net arolrduﬂols weight 100
;\ounds. or & multiple of 100 pounds, or one of the following fractions
hereof: 5, 10, 25, or 50 pounds, and in addition, but for commerelal
feeding stuffs only, 60, T0, or 80 pounds.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the follow-
ing words, page 2, line 2, “but for commercial feeding stuffs
only, 60, 70, or 80 pounds.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WiNeo: Page 2, line 2,
*“addition,” strike out all the balance of the section,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog-
nized.

Mr. WINGO. The amendment should really come after the
word ‘‘ pounds.”

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman ask unanimous con-
sent to modify his amendment?

Mr. WINGO. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s
request that his amendment be modified in the manner indi-
cated?

There was no objection,

after the word
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Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, this is not a new question.
Every session of Congress we have some proposal that involves
the right of Congress under the Constitution to establish stand-
ard weights and measures. We have no right to go further, I
recognize the necessity as well as the right of Congress to fix
standard weights and measures, but not to apply them. There
is a very clear distin¢tion belween saying that a certain thing
shall constitute a pound and that so many pounds of a certain
article shall constitute a bushel, and that so many inches shall
constitute a yard, and that so many grains shall be a dram and
s0 many drams shall be an ounce and so many ounces shall be
a pound—there is quite a difference between doing that and
in saying that every bottle of Castoria that is sold shall con-
tain 8 fluid ounces or that every barrel of flour that is sold shall
contain 200 units or pounds of the standard weight which Con-
gress has fixed.

Why, gentlemen, if we have the constitutional right to say
that there shall be 200 of the standard units or pounds in every
package of flour simply because we have the constitutional right
to fix standard weights and measures, then having the right to
say 30 inches shall constitute a yard, on that same theory we
would have the right to say that all the coats manufactured and
shipped in interstate commerce should be 40 inches long. It is
the same kind of a proposition exaetly.

Now, let us see what you have here. Let us get down to my
amendment. You have a penalty imposed which provides a fine
of 8500 for a violation of this act. The amendment I have
offered is to strike out the words * and in addition, but for com-
mercial feeding stuffs only, 60, 70, or 80 pounds.” Do the mem-

bers of the committee who framed this act know and realize
- that in every township, in every little community, there are little
feed mills run by the farmers, where the farmer puts up the feed
first in one kind of a sack that he gets and then in another and
'sells it by the pound? Yet such sales are “package” sales
under this act., O, yes; the farmer out in Illinoig, running his
little old gristmill, using his Ford engine to do it, grinding up
foodstufls, uses sacks, and if they happen to contain 50 pounds
or T5 pounds or 88 pounds or 101 pounds, for instance, and if he
sells it, what does he do? He has committed a Federal offense
under this proposed law and can be fined $500,

Oh, gentlemen, what a miserable, petty business this is when
you go into it, trying to say how people shall put up their goods.

You now have a law to make them brand every sack of flour
‘that is sold with the weight, and the law requires a correct
statement of the ingredients. That prevents fraud, but this
proposal goes further and changes the customary standard
slzes, The committee report admits that the standard barrel
of flour is 196 pounds, and yon frankly admit that you are
going to change the standard to 200 pounds. I am in favor of
the statute which says you must put on the containers the net
weight and the ingredients, but when you come to say that
the American manufacturer, whether he be a little farmer, put-
ting his own product into a package to be sold, or whether he
be the proprietor of a great milling plant, shall be permitted
to sell in interstate commerce packages of only a certain size
in a certain shape is absolute folly. Nobody but a crazy
socialist would ever favor it if he understood what it meant.
It is nothing but foolishness gone to seed, and that is what
socialism is. No wonder you have people in this country
sore at the Federal Government. The first thing you know
you will undertake to standardize clothing, saying coats shall
be so many inches long and ladies’ skirts so many inches short.
You have people who advocate standardizing clothing, You
have people who advocate standardizing shoes. You have
people who advocate standardizing neckties, making them so
wide and so long. You have one darned fool who is advocating
that we undertake to have a winter thermometer. Why, it is
in keeping with that crazy idea of the conservation of day-
light, that daylight-saving law that we tried that was such a
joke. Oh, yes; you are going to make this farmer use only 60,
70, or 80 pound sacks in which to sell his feed stuffs. Why, to
save his life he could not get them uniform. One sack would
weigh a pound or two more than another, owing to the difference
of the weather, the dampness that might be in the stuff at the
time he packed it.

What miserable business has Congress come to when it goes
into petty, little things like that at a time when there is unrest
throughout the country, at a time when every man who believes
is representative government ought to realize that instead of
dabbling in little things like this we should as quickly as we can,
consistently with war conditions, take our hands off private
enterprise. I am sick of the Federal Government dabbling in
such petty business. We have fixed the standard of so many
pounds to constitute a bushel of the different grains. That is
all right. 'We require them to label the sack and packages with

what is In it and the weight, so that the purchaser shall not be

deceived. That is all right. Say that no one shall put up

anything except wholesome stuff and that the container must

state what the ingredients are. Go further and prevent the sale,
of partially filled packages. Such laws are all right from the’
standpoint of protecting the public health and preventing fraud;

but to say that you must use packages of only certain sizes and

weights, and if you use one of a different size, though correctly

labeled and full, you shall be punished as a criminal is foolish

and unnecessary. 3

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I am always enter-
tained and generally instructed by the speeches of the gentleman |
from- Arkansas [Mr. Wixgo], though I have heard this par-
ticular speech, either from him or from some one else, a great
many times since we commenced agitation of the pure-food,
law in Congress, and afterwards in connection with the pas-|
sage of various bills fixing standards of measures for various’
commodities.

The Constitution of the United States provides that Con-
gress shall have the right to fix the standard of weights and
measures; not merely the standard of weights but the standard
of measures; not merely to say what shall constitute a hun-
dred pounds, if it so desires, but to fix the standard of the
measure of the article itself. We have exercised that power
in a few cases. I do not now recall which was the first bill that
came up, but there was a very strenuous fight over it on the
floor of the House a number of Congresses ago. There was
afterwards a considerable contest over the lime-barrel bill.
There was some contest over the apple-box bill, and I think my
distinguished friend from Arkansas made this same speech on
the apple-box bill, though I may be mistaken as to the identity
of the person who made the speech. That is my recollection.

Nobody has ever heard a single complaint from any source
whatever as to the workings of those laws which were passed
fixing the standard of measure of various commodities. Before
that no one knew what he was getting, and there was constant
attempt at fraud and deceit by reason of the variation in the
measures which were used in selling and handling these com-
modities.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Yes.

Mr., WINGO. When the gentleman goes down to the market
and buys a sack of flour and it shows on the container the
weight—S8 or 12 pounds—he can not be deceived about the
weight, can he?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I had charge of the pure-food bill
when it was passed and became a law. I first brought into the
House in the pure-food bill a provision requiring that the quan-
tity of the contents should be stated on every package containing
food. Why, such a howl as went up from a lot of canners and
manufacturers in this countiry has rarely been equaled since.
The distinguished gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixeco],
whom we did not then have the honor of having with us, would
have been opposed to that provision if he had been here. After
a warm debate the House struck out that provision on the
motion of a gentleman who was afterwards Vice President of
the United States, and a broad-minded statesman, too, Mr.
Sherman. 5

The House struck it out. I said to the House then; * When-
ever you prevent fraud in one direction and leave a loophole in
another the people who want to commit fraud will quickly find
the loophole; and, though you may strike out a provision for
putting on packages the quantity of the contents, there will soon
come a time when the men who handle groceries throughout the
country will come and demand that we put it on.,” It was not
very long until these same gentlemen who had agitated and
succeeded in carrying the agitation by a majority in this House
came to me while I was chairman of the Committee on Interstate
Commerce and begged me to formulate a proposition which
might be put through to put that into the law, and I did it, and
it became the law. And nobody has ever complained about it
since exeept those who want to commit fraud. But merely
putting the quantity and contents on many packages is not suffi-
clent. I defy any man in this House to tell the difference
between a sack of flour containing 40 pounds and a sack of flour
containing 35 pounds merely by looking at it. I brought into
the Housec on the pure-food bill can after can of the same article
and defied men who were fighting me on the proposition to come
and tell which was the larger of two cans by looking at them.
When they would come down and pick out the smallest for the
largest I would put the cans on the scales and show them that
they could not tell.

The person who buys these things buys largely by the looks,
and it is a fraud upon him to have one man selling flour in
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packages of 40 pounds and amnother putting up packages of B9
pounds and 35 pounds, or somewhere between, and making the
purchaser believe 'that he is getting the same quantity of flour
possibly at the same or a slightly reduced price.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent for five
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. MANN of Illincis. The greatest difficulty which was
found in conmection with putting the net guantity on the con-
tainers was the fact that it is impossible to manufacture two
econtainers of exactly the same size, Even when you do -it by
machinery two containers will not contain the same
amount, You can not make two bottles which will contain pre-
cisely the same guantity. You can not make two boxes or two
barrels or two sacks that will contain precisely the same quan-
tity, and that was the great difficulty. :

We finally solved that by putting a provision in the law that
variations would be allowed and that tolerances should be fixed
by the Department of Agriculture.

This bill provides for such rules and regulations which shall
include reasonable variations and tolerances which shall be
allowed.

No one has ever complained, so far as I know, about the toler-
ances fixed by the Department of Agriculture, fixed in connec-
tion with the pure-food law, although it covers an almost in-
numerable number of cases. There is no difficulty whatever in
fixing tolerances under the provisions of a bill like this which
will safeguard any man who tries or pretends to be honest.

Mr, WINGO. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Yes. !

Mr. WINGO. Will there be any less difficulty in making a
200-pound barrel than a 196-pound barrel?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Not at all,

Mr. WINGO. How does the gentleman's argument go to the
point in question?

Mr. MANN of Illineis. The gentleman from Arkansas was
undertaking to say that this would penalize a man on the farm
who was trying to put up an 80-pound package if he got a little
over or a little nnder. That was the substance of the argument
that I'was trying to demolish.

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permit me, perhaps I
was unfortimate in wusing 1 pound, but take, for instance, a
gunny sack, and he puts up the mill product to the amount of
94 pounds. Under this provision he would be penalized, for
‘they would not allow a variation of 14 pounds.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. No; and the man would not put it

up in a gunny sack in that way. He would only try to do it
when he was attempting to commit a fraud.

Mr. WINGO. Oh, ne; they do it in order to prevent buying
expensive sacks.
4 Mr. MANN of Illinois. The gunny sacks will be of a certain
BlZe,

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, MANN of Tllinois. I will.

Mr. WALSH. Would the gentleman say that we are fixing a
standard package of flour by saying that the container shall
have 200 pounds when the container itself might be large enough

1o hold 250 pounds?
Mr. MANN of Illinois, The container, I take it, under this
provision will be large enough to hold 200 pounds.

Mr. WALSH. And it might be large enough to held 250
pounds.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I do mot think so.

Mr. WALSH. I 'think this language would permit it.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. That sort of a fraud is now being
committed. They make a large container and print the contents
‘of the package in small letters, so that the container looks as
though it contained n great deal more than it does. They put
the weight in letters that do not attract attention. There can
be no possible objection, where there is a reason for it, to the
‘Government fixing these standards so that they are universal
throughout the country. I am as stremuously opposed as any-
body to the Government attempting to regulate the business
activities of the country. I do not think that is the duty of
the General Government. But we are the only power that can
malke a uniform standard of measure, and whenever it has been
exercised it has been for the benefit of everybody who was
either a producer or a consumer, It seems to me that that
wonuld be the case by the passage of this bill. [Applause.]

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the language of section
2 correctly, it would seem to fix the standard package by

stating that the standard package shall be those containing
amits of avoidupois weight of 100 pounds and multiples of 100
pounds or the following fractions. You might have a barrel
to contain 100 pounds of flour which would be large enough
1o contain 150 pounds. I do not think you are establishing
a standard package by stating that this package must contain
if it is sold for a standard package of 100 pounds——

AMr. GARD. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Nr, WALSH. Yes,

Mr. GARD. Isthe gentleman arguing for illustration, because
we have not yet read section 2, to which he refers?

Mr. WALSH. I was simply arguing for illustration. See-
tion 1 fixes the standard weights for certain commodities and
the standard measure for such commodities when they are
shipped, sold, or offered in packages of 5 pounds or .over, but
section 2 of the measure fixes the standard package, and I see
nothing 4n that language or in any other language that would
permit the required weights which are fixed as standards to be
sold in other-sized packages which svould be capable of holding
more than the required standard, and I would like to have
gome member of the committee explain whether in selling these
commodities in various weights and multiples or fractions of
100 pounds it is permitted to sell them in packages large
enough to hold more than 100 pounds or whether the container
must be of such size that they will hold the number .of pounds,
the multiples or fractions of 100 pounds, or 'the 100 pounds
which are mentioned as the size of the standard package.

Mr. TOWNER., Mr, Chairman, I think the same difficulfies
arise and the same objections apply to this measure ns applied
to the standard apple barrel and box and all other container
laws that we have passed. I think the difficulty arises in the
minds of Members because of confusion of thought and because
of lack of accuracy and clearness of statement, thereby con-
fusing the object and purpose of the legislation. A man can
gell ‘all of the apples he desires or all of the flour that he wants
to, and he can gell it in any form that he chooses. This bill
has nothing to do with that matter, I think a close examination
of the langunge will show that the object and purpose of the bill
is to say that when dealers put on the market and sell in stand-
ardized packages ‘the flour or any of the commodities mentioned
in the bill 'the commodity shall be in these different easily ascer-
tainable and identified quantities, For instance, if a manshounld
put, as suggested by the gentleman Trom Illinois [Mr. Manw],
flour in a package containing "85 pounds and flour in o package
containing 40 pounds, ordinarily on the market, the purchaser
merely looking at the package could not tell whether he was
getting 35 or 40 pounds. In -order that that fact may be easily
: ‘or as easily as possible, 'so that there may be no
frand on ‘the purchasers whenever this class of commodities is
placed on the market, the requirement is that the packages shall
be as they are stated here, so fhat it can be ascertained whether
-or not he buys a 5 or 10 or 25 pound package of the commodity
purchased.

Mr, WINGO. Mr. Chairman, will the genfleman ¥ield?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes.

Mr. WINGO, ILet us take one of the standard forms =old. A
man wants an 8-pound package of flour. It is marked 8 pounds
in red letters on the package. e wants a 12-pound package of
flour, und that is marked 12 pounds, and the same is true of n
‘24-pound package or n 48-pound package. Will the gentleman
please explain to the House how it is easier to perpetrate a frauil
«on a4 man selling a 45-pound package, marked 48 pounds, than
it avould 'be if he sold a 50-pound package, marked 50 pounds?
Where 1s there any oppertunity for fraud in one that there is
not in the other? :

Mr. TOWNER. The gentleman asks a guestion that I can not
answer, I could not 'be frank mmd say that I could say whether
ar not there was any difference, but that does not reach the
proposition invelved.

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. In a moment. That is not the proposition
‘that is before the committee. The proposition before the com-
mittee is, Shall we de as we have dene before, make these
packages so that these people will understand readily what they
are purchasing, so that they will know by the mere appearance
of the package, so that it ean be always understood, so that
when a purchase is made it will be made for a definitely nscer-
tained ameunt, and that the purchaser can not be deceiverl
either directly or indirectly by concealing the markings or hy
obscuring them in any way? I yield to the gentleman from
Tennessee.

Mr, PADGETT. Along the same line of thought, that there
may not be confusion and misunderstanding from looking at the
package, I direct the gentleman's attention to page 2, line 2—

'but Tor commercial feed stulls only, 60, 70, or 80 pounds.
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Will the buyer looking for a 60 and 70 pound package be able
to distinguish them? Can not a 60-pound package be put off
on the purchaser as a T0-pound package just as easily as a 35-
pound package could be put off for a 40-pound package, which
the gentleman illustrated a moment ago?

Mr, TOWNER. I think that that particular portion of the
section is subject to that criticism.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa
has expired.

Mr. PADGETT.
ouf.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman's time be extended for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HAUGEN, Is it the gentleman’s contention that it can
be sold in other packages than these standard packages?

Mr. TOWNER. Yes, certainly; but if a man puts these pack-
ages out and sells them as standard packages he would be liable.
For instance, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Wixco] told
about the farmers not being allowed to sell a gunny sack full
of flour or bran, or whatever it may be. Of course, the farmer
never attempts to standardize his package nor to sell his goods
in standard packages.

Mr. HAUGEN. That is also true of the millers in inland
towns,

Mr. TOWNER. Certainly.

Mr. HAUGEN. The bill provides that it shall be unlawful
to pack, offer for sale, and so forth, * when in package form.”
Does that imply a standard package only?

Mr. TOWNER. It implies that if they are to sell in package
form that they must conform to the requirements of this law.
There is certainly no requirement in the bill that makes a man
sell only in package form.

It occurred to me that ought to be stricken

Mr. HAUGEN. Well, flour sold in a grain sack, is that in
package form?

Mr. TOWNER. Cerfainly not.

Mr. HAUGEN. It is only in the standard package?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TOWNER. Certainly.

Mr. BANKHEAD. The custom in my section of the country,
and maybe in the gentleman’s section also, where the people who
own a little gristmill, a corn-meal mill, where they charge a
toll for grinding, of course their compensation is based upon
the ability to dispose of the toll which they collect.

Does the gentleman from Iowa think that if one of those
millers honestly made a mistake in the weight of a package in
putting it up to sell in a sack or an available receptacle to
him for that purpose that this system of tolerance that My,
Maxx referred to, or allowance that would be made, would pro-
tect & man of that sort in a mistake in putting up his package?

Mr. TOWNER. Unquestionably, if it was a slight variation.
Let me say to the gentleman that the little man never sells in
packages. This law would never apply to him, or very rarely
indeed. He does not put it up in packages to sell as packages.

AMr. BANKHEAD. In my section of the country that practice
does obtain, I will say to the gentleman.

Mr. TOWNER. It might be possible, of course. I do not
know how extensive it might be, but I do not believe the man
who is just engaged in the custom-milling business would pre-
tend to sell in standard packages or put anything produced in
the mill in standard packages. I do not think he would attempt
to do that, and therefore this law would not apply.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Suppose as a matter of fact that they do
that in some sections of the country and he puts up a package
which shrinks in weight and when checked up by the Govern-
ment inspector it was found to be 2 or 3 pounds under the stand-
ard weight. He would be subject to prosecution, would he not?

Mr. TOWNER. If he should attempt fo sell the standard
packages, certainly he would be under the requirements of this
act, and in that case the shrinkage in weight with a slight
variation certainly would nof make him liable to the penalty as
prescribed in this bill.

Mr. BANKHEAD. It says so in section 3. There is a penalty
imposed in section 3——

Mr, TOWNER. Section 5 takes care of that.

Mr. PADGETT. If the gentleman will permit, I would like
to get the gentleman’s idea of the definition of a package. I
want to ask how you can sell bran or ground feedstuffs or any
of those things except in a package? Would not any quantity
which is sold, whatever that quantity might be, constitute a
packayge?

Mr. TOWNER. I think not, if you have a single package,
hecansze that would not be a standard package.

Mr. PADGETT. Why not? The difficulty I have in my mind
i to get the gentleman’s definition of a package. The gentle-

man says “a standard package.” Of course, if he puts it in a
package and marks it as 50 pounds, that would be a standard
package ; but suppose that he had flour and that he had just a lot
of flour and possibly that would be 410 pounds of flour or 465
pounds of flour. That would not be a sale in bulk, but that he
put it in one package. Would not that be a package? )

Mr. TOWNER. It would not be a standard package, as the
gentleman can easily see.

Mr. PADGETT. You could get him because he did not gell in
a standard package?

Mr. TOWNER. Oh, T think the gentleman is imagining a
thing that no one would ever by any possibility of twist or turn
of interpretation claim can be brought under this law.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask unanimous consent
to extend the remarks I made a few moments ago by printing
a short summary of the resulis of the work of the National
Serew Thread Commission by Dr. Stratton, which I failed to ask
permission to do at the time I made the remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indi-
cated by him. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none,

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I make the same request
with regard to the remarks I made a while ago.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks in the Reconp.
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment
as a substitute to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkan-
sas [Mr. Wixgo].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey offers a
substitute to the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas,
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Substitute ol'teml bf Mr. HurcHINSON for the amendment offered by
Mr. WiNgo: a.ue 2, line 3, strike out all of line 3 and insert in liem
thercof the words “ not less than 100 pounds when packed.”

Mr, HUTCHINSON. Mr, Chairman, I have two objects in
view in offering this substitute. In the first place, we are talk-
ing about reducing the cost of living, and this amendment
confines it to bran and middlings or any by-products of a wheat
mill or corn mill, to be sold in packages of 60, 70, and 80
pounds. With commercial feeds now, the custom is to sell in
100-pound sacks. By reducing the m]mber of packages you re-
duce the cost of a ton of feed, and the consequence is that you
add $130 per ton on every ton of commercial feed that you
sell by selling 80 pounds to the sack.

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I will.

Mr. GARRETT. Is there not this danger in the gentleman’s
amendment, that it would prevent the smaller package from
being put on the market, and that a very large number of
people might not, for financial reasons, be able, conveniently at
least, to purchase more than a small package? That has been
rather in my thought. A

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I do not think this bill will affect any
man who takes a bag to the mill and gets 50 pounds of bran
because it is not stamped. |

Mr. GARRETT. Of course, I know that. But the raiser of
poultry in the city, of course, can not go to the mill and get
his poultry feed. He may not want to buy in such large quan-
tities as 100-pound sacks. The thing that has been in my
mind is whether the bill does not require a package that is
too large by making a minimum of 60 pounds.

Mr. HUTCHINSON. The original package must be standartl
at a certain welght.

Mr. GARRETT. The gentleman construes the act to mean
that a retail dealer could break the package and sell in smaller
quantities than the package?

Mr., HUTCHINSON. Yes.

Mr. GARRETT. If that construction is correct, perhaps it
might meet the objection.

Mr. WELLING. Will the gentleman yield to a suggestion?
There is nothing in this langnage that would prevent the packer
from putting up 25 pounds of feeding stuff.

My, TILSON. Or 5 pounds.

Mr. WELLING. Or 5 pounds.

Mr. WINGO. That is the object of the bill. .

Mr. GARRETT. If I understand, though, the amendment
proposed by the gentleman would provide that they could not put
up less than a 100-pound package.

Mr. WINGO. That is the object of the amendment.

Mr. WELLING. I think that is the object of the amend-
ment. But as the bill reads he ean put it up in smaller packages
of 5 or 10 pounds, say.
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Mr. BLANTON. Not feedstufl.
Mr, GARRETT. I think the gentleman is correet about the
bill. It was the amendment I was addressing myself to.

Mr. BEANTON. Wil the gentleman from New Jersey yield |

for a question?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. For a question.

Mr. BLANTON. Is it not a fact that almost every class of
feedstuff that the farmers or stockmen buy is put up in 100-
pound sacks?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Generally.

Ar. BLANTON. And should not be changed.

Mr. HUTCHINSON, And should not be changed.

When a miller makes bran or any feedstuff from eorn-mill
products, there is a certain amount of moisture in it, and if a
man puts up a ton of bran in Minnesota and it is shipped East,
or anywhere else; it takes five or six weeks, and a certain
amount of moisture dries out of that sack, and it generally
runs from 2 to 3 pounds short. Under this bill the man that
sells the bran er middling, or whatever it is, is liable to a
penalty of $500, and I do not think that is right. If it is so
packed that it containg 100 pounds when packed, I do net
think we ought to hold the seller or the retailer or the man that
handles it six weeks or two months or three months after
that, make them liable under this bill.

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New Jersey
yield to the gentleman from Wyoming?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Yes.

Mr. MONDELL. This bill relates to a variety of packages
and provides the weight that these packages must contain.
That weight must necessarily in every case be the weight when
paeked?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. Certainly.

Mr. MONDELL. If there is to be an amendment of that sort,
ghonld it not be an amendment placed in the bill so as to
elearly apply to. every puckase and every standard, instead of
one package and one standard?

Mr. HUTCHINSON. I have an amendment to that effect.

Mr. MONDELL. That is ene provision in the bill, if that
is necessary. It does net seem to me thaf it is necessary.
When you say that the package shall contain a certain number
of pounds it must contpin that number of peunds when the
package is filled.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the gentleman from XNew
Jersey has expired.

Mr. YESTAL rose.

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Indiana rise in
opposition to the substitute offered by the gentleman from New
Jersey?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes. I wanted to say that I do not believe
the substitute ought to be adopted. The standard for commer-
cial foodstuffs is fixed at 60, 70, and 80 pounds, in addition to
the other standards authorized, and that was put in this bill
after hearings which were convincing to the committee. It was
mova for the purpese of taking care of these conditions in the
West than anywhere else. A farmer in the West, for example—
so the committee understood from the hearings—takes his
wheat to the mill and uses these same containers again, or de-
sires to use the same containers, in buying feedstuffs, This
container in which he takes the wheat to the mill will not hold
100 pounds of feed. Probably it will not hold 90 pounds of
feed. The result is that it is deemed advisable to protect the
consumer in the amount he shall receive. We fix the standard
at GO, 70, and 80 pounds, because it was represented to us that
these containers would hold 60, 70, or 80 pounds instead of hold-
ing 100 pounds.

Mr. WELLING. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. WELLING. Is it the purpose of the ecommittee in mak-
ing these different kinds of packages to say that the farmer
when he goes to the mill shall have-his feed put up in 60, 70,
and S0 pound sacks?

Mr. VESTAL. I think not.

Mr. WELLING. Then why do you put it in?

Mr., VESTAL. If the farmer goes there and they are per-
mitted to put 100 pounds in one of these sacks, suppose they
have a number of those sacks filled and turn the filled sacks
back to the farmer when he leaves his grain there; they say
that contains 100 pounds.

The farmer could not tell whether there was 90 pounds or
100 pounds in the sack. It would not mean that the farmer
would have to use the same eontainer fhat he used in taking
his wheat to the mill, but containers of the same kind that
might be filled with commercial feed, which he takes in return
for the wheat. I hope this substitute will be defeated. It does

i

not prevent the miller from putting up packages containing 100
pounds, but adds the 60, 70, and 8¢ pounds that containers used
by the farmer may be used.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VESTAL. Yes,

Mr. GARD. I hold in my hand a copy of a law passed on
October 22, 1919, which is an amendment to the food-control
act, providing for the adeguate supply and eguitable distribu-

| tion, and to facilitate the movement of foods, feed, and contain-

ers primarily designed for containing foods, feed, and fertilizer,

| and investing in the President the power to make regulations

essential to earry out the purposes of the act. What effect would
this bill that we are passing have upon the act I have referred
to, or what effect h.is that act upen the bill we are engaged in
passing?

Mr. VESTAL. I ecan not say. I lave not looked into the
situation enough to give an intelligent answer.

Mr. GARD. We have the law of October 22, investing in the
President the power to make regulations, and the amendment we
put in, I will say to the gentleman, was in regard to the con-
tainer primarily designed or intended for earrying food, feed,
or fertilizer. Of course, the container is a very important ele-
ment in the transmission of food and feed, as the gentleman
knows. We have this law, approved on October 22, g little over
a year ago, investing in the President the power to make all
necesgary regulations.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana
has expired.

Mr. GARRETT. That is the eold-storage act?

Mr, GARD. No. That is the food-cantrol act.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I move ta strike ont the last
word of the substitute.

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Arkansas moves to
strike out the last word of the substitute. The gentleman is
recognized for five minutes.

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Chairman, the debate on the substitute has
disclosed more fully the trouble and the danger of this bill,
What is the custom in the Seuthwest? There might be a differ-
ent custom in the Northwest or in the East, but, for illustration,
I happen to know that there are different eustoms existing in
same of the States,

Take, for instance, a great State like Texas. That part of it
that is fed from one class of mills has a different custom from
that part which is fed frem another class of mills. There is a
different custom in my distriet from what there is in the other
part of the State of Arkansas, because my district happens to
be furnished with foodstuffs from mills in Oklaboma City and
in certain points in Kansas.

The gentleman from Iowa, Judge TowxER, is very badly mis-
taken when he says that in the State of Towa there are no such
small feed mills as I suggested, beeause I have seen them in the
State of Iowa, and one farmer that I know in my distriet, who
I think would be affected, is an Towa man who moved into my
distriet.

Now, how do these community feed establishments get their
sacks? They do not go and buy commercial sacks. They buy
from té]e farmers and from the boys any kind of sacks they
can ge

They actually use for one kind of greund feed stuff's fertilizer
sacks after they are washed. Now, suppose a man is grinding
feed and he grinds up corn and cobs together. He will turn
out a lighter product from corn that has a large cob than from
corn which has a smaller cob. Yet that miller uses contuiners,
becanse that is the only way he sells. He  does not go and
seoop it up and sell it out of a barrel and say, “ I will give you
so many peunds.” Ife puts it up in sacks. Now, you already
have a law that protects the purchaser against fraud. The
milfer has got to put the weight on it. The farmer is not going
to- be defrauded any more by permitiing him te have a sack
that has stamped on it or written on a tag, * 90 pounds,” than
he will if it is 60 or 70 or 80 pounds. The main thing is for
the farmer to understand what he is getting, and if it is written
or stamped upon the package he is protected from fraud.

I usually listen to the gentleman from IHinois [Mr. Maxn]
with a great deal of interest. I listened to him to-day. He
said I would have been opposed to a certain act which was
passed here, which is now the law, to protect against fraud.
He is mistaken. I should have been in faver of it. He was
making his argument in defense of the present law and he did
not answer my objection to this bill.

Well, just take the substitute. If the substitute is adopted
and a farmer owning one of these small mills sells a package
of this coarse, heavy feed stuff, he will be using an ordinary
bran sack, and there is not one bran sack in this country that
will held a hundred pounds of that ground coarse feed stuflf,
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It may in the gentleman's State, up in the Northwest, where
they use a different class of feed stuffs. They will use a more
coneentrated feed in a cold climate than they will in a mild
«elimate like mine. I should like to see you stuff a hundred
pounds of ground coarse Teed stuff of the kind that 4s used in
my «istrict [dinto an erdinary gunny sack that they use. You
eould not do it unless you used a eowmpressor that would burst
the texture of the sack. It shows how ridiculous it ‘is to put
an arbitrary standard for the whole Nation that will result in
dining a ‘miller $500 if he uses any other standard.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the geutleman from Arkansas
hns expired. All time has expired,

Air. PADGQETT. 1 anove to strike out the last four words.

The CHAIRMAN., The «Chair recognizes the gentleman from
Tennessee for five minutes,

AMr, PADGETT. T want io asgk a question for information,
andl I will eliminate everything except the question of shipment.
In section 1 it says:

That the standerfl of weights for the following swheat-mill and corn-
mill dgiodncts. namely, flonrs, hominy, ts, an , and all «com-
amer Teeding stuffy, shall be 300 pounds avoirdupols, and the standard
measure for such commedities, when the same are meked shi;
or offered for sale in packages of 5 pounds.or over, shall be » pa
containing net aveirdupeis weight 100 pounds, or a multiple of 1
jpounds, «or one of the following fractions thereof : Pive. 10, 28, or 50
mllst(l}dﬁ, n.ngs dn .addition, but for ecommercial feeding stuffs only, 60, 70,
or pounds,

Then in section T it says:

That this act shall not be construed as repealing the act of July 28,
1866, chapter 801, Revised Statutes United Btates, sections 3569 and
4570, authorizing the use of the metric system, but such sections shall
mot be construed as allowing the packing, shipment, or offering for ship-
ment, sale or offering for sale of of any other than those
established as standards hereln.

Now, ihey use the word “ shipment ” there, * but such sections
shall not be construed as allowing shipment of packages of any
sizes other than those established gs standards herein.”

This law is general and applies to everybody. Here is a man
that has 1874 pounds of flour or feed stuff that he wants to ghip.
Can he ship it from one Btate into another? Leave out the
question of sale and all other guestions exeept the one of ship-
ment; he wants to ship a package of flour containing 1873
pounds. Can he ship it without violating this law and ineur-
ring the penaliy? This applies to shipping in the alternative
as well as sale. :

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hold that all debate on ¢he
substitute and amendment is now exhausted, and the pro forma
amendments of the gentleman from Tennessee, the gentleman
from Arkansas, the gentleman from Iewa, and the gentleman
from Massachusetts are withdrawn.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to gtrike out the sec-
tion.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, would mot ;a vote on the
substitute and the amendment to perfect the section be in or-
der before a motion to strike out the entire section?

The OHAIRMAN, 'The Chair thinks it would, and the Chair
will s0 hold. The guestion is on the substitute offered by the
gentleman from New Jersey to the amendment offered by the
gentleman frem Arkansas.

The guestion was taken, and the substifute was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gquestion now is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas.

Alr. HAUGEN. Can we have the amendment reported?

The amendment was again reported.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
VEsTaL) ithere were 12 ayes and 23 neoes.

Mr. WINGO. My, Chairman, I shall be compelled to make a
point of order, not out of resentment, but ithis is so radical a
provision that I think we ought to have more than 85 Members
here, and I make the point of no guorum.

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do
now rise.

The motion was agreed to. i

Aecordingly the committee rose; and Mr. WaLsa having re-
snimed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hicks, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whele House on the state of the Union,
reported that that committee had had under consideration the
bill (Ii. R. 9755) establishing a standard of weights and meas-
ures for wheat-mill and eorn-mill products, and had come to no
resolution thereon.

ADJOURNAMENT.

Mr. MONDELL. WNMr. Bpeaker, T move that the House o now
adjourn.

Mr. GARRETT. Wil the gentierran withhold that for a mo-
ment and allow me to agk him a question?

Mr. MONDELL, I willL

Mr. GARRETT. I would like to ask the wentleman if he can
advise the House what will probably be taken up to-morrow?

Mr. MONDELL. I think the Private Calendar.

Che motion of Mr. MeNpeLL was then agreed #o: aecordingly
i(at 4.o'cloek :and 55 minutes p. m.) the House -adjourned until
to-ingrrow, Friday, December 5, 1919, at 12 o’clock noen,

EXECUTIVE OOMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
statement of contingent expenses, Treasury Department, 1919
(H. Doc. 463) ; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas-
ury Department and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Acting ‘Secretary of the Interior, trans-
mitting a statement showing for the first four months of the cur-
rent year the average number of employees in the Secretary's
office, the Solicitor’s office, the various bureaus and offices of this

t, the Alaskan Engineering Commiigsion, and the Terri-
tories of Alaska .and Hawaii, respectively, receiving inereased
ecompensation (H. Doc. No. 464) ; te the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from.fhe Acting Secretary of War, transmitting
report compiled in.effice of the Director of the Air Serviee in com-
pliance with House resolution 190 (H. Dec. No. 465) ; to the
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed.

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting an
analysis by ranks and ratings of the pay and allowances of
officers and -enlisted men of the Navy as reported for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1919 (H. Doc. No. 466) ; 1o the Committee
on tures in the Navy Department snd ordered to be
printed.

5. A letter from the Postmaster Generdl, transmitting reporg
on special contract entered into with the Alagkan Engineering
Comumission for carrying the mails from Seward to Anchoruge,
Alaska (H. Doc. No. 467) ; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads and ordered to be printed.

‘6. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting report
on -a special contract entered into with the Copper River &
Northwestern Railway Ce. for earrying the mails from Cordova,
by Chitina and other points, to Kennecott, Alagka (H. Doc. No,
468) ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Readls and
orflered to be printed.

‘T. A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitfing
annpal report us Librarian of Cengress and the annual report
of the Superintendent of the Library Building and Grounds for
the fiseal year ended June 80, 1919 (H. Doc. No. 407) ; to the
Committee on the Library and -ordered to be printed.

8. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting
statement showing exchanges of typewriters, adding machines,
and other similar Tabor-saving deviees in the Department of As-
ricolture for the fiseal year 1919 (H. Dec. No. 469); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

9. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting report
in detail of the department's operations under the terms of the
Executive order of March 81, 1917, in response to Fouse veso-
lution 270 (H. Doc. No. 470) ; te the -Committee on Reform ‘in
the Civil Service and ordered to ‘be printed.

10. A letter fronf the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
statement of the expenditures of the Coast Guard for the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1919 (H. Doc. No. 471) ; to the Committee
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and ordered to
be printed.

11, A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting
report of expenditures on account of appropriation for con-
tingent expenses of the ‘War Department during the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1919 (H. Doe, No. 472) ; to the Committee on
Expenditures in the War Department and ardered to be printed.

12, A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans-
mitting report in conformity with section 5§ af the act of March
2, 1919, in connection with the adjustment of losses sustained
in the profuction of nfanganese, ¢hrome, pyrites, anfl tungsten
(H. Doc. No. 473) ; to the Commitfee on Exzpenditures in the
Interior Department and ordered to be printed.

13. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans-
mitting copy of a report relative to the construction of .a hridge
across the Salt River near Tehi, Maricopa County, Ariz. (H.
Dioe. No. 474) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered
to he printed.

14. A letter from ‘the Acting Secretary of the Interior, trans-
mifting detailed report of receipts from rentals, extension
Capitol Grounds, for the period March 3, 1918, to Decembesr I
1919 (H. Doc. No. 475) ; to the Commiitlee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. EDMONDS, from the Committee on Claims, to which
was referred the bill (8. 1670) for the relief of the Arundel
Sand & Gravel Co., reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 478), which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clause 2 of Rlule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10867)
granting a pension to Henrietta A. Whitney, and the same was
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 10871) to provide for the
payment of wages to civilian officers and crews, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10872) to amend sec-
tion 211 of the revenue act of 1918; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10873) to provide for the
acquisition by the United States of private rights of fishery in
and about Pearl Harbor, Hawaiian Islands; to the Committee
on the Territories.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. 10874) to provide revenue
and encourage domestic industries by the elimination, through
the assessment of special duties, of unfair foreign competition,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr., ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10875) to liberalize the
provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for vocational
rehabilitation and return to civil employment of disabled per-
sons discharged from the military or naval forces of the
United States, and for other purposes,” approved June 27, 1918,
as amended ; to the Committee on Education.

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 10876) to fix second-class post-
age rates and to provide for a commission to investigate and
report upon a proper classification of mail matter and postage
charges for the different classes, respectively; to the Commit-
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. RANDALL of California: A bill (H. R. 10877) to
authorize air mail service between New York City, N. Y., and
the Pacific coast; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 10878) to amend an act
entitled “An act to provide for vocational rehabilitation and
return to civil employment of disabled persons discharged from
the military or naval forces of the United States, and for other
purposes,” approved June 27, 1918; to the Committee on Edu-
cation.

By Mr. KELLEY of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10879) to
amend an act entitled “An act for making further and more
effectual provisions for the national defense, and for other
purposes,” approved June 3, 1916; to the Committee on Naval
Affairs.

By Mr. GRIGSBY : A bill (H. R. 10880) for the regulation
and protection of the fisheries of Alaska, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish-

eries.

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 10881) for the purchase of a
site for the erection thereon of a public building at Seneca
Talls, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 10882) providing for
pensions for all American citizens who have reached the age
of 64 years and who are incapable of manual labor and whose
incomes are less than $800 per annum; to the Committee on
Labor.

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 10883)
authorizing the counties of Beaufort, 8. C., and Chatham, Ga.,
to construct a bridge across the Savannah River at or near
Savannah, Ga.; to the Committee on Interstate and KForeign
Commerce.

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 10884) to provide
for an examination and survey of Fernandina Harbor, Fla.;
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 10885) for the erection of a
public building at Lyons, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr., LEHLBACH : Resolution (H. Res. 409) to provide a
clerk to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service; to the
Committee on Accounts,

By Mr. MADDEN : Resolution (H. Res. 410) to investigate the
charges of educational and administrative inefficiency made
against Roscoe C. Bruce, assistant superintendent of schools of
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia,

By Mr. FESS: Resolution (H. Res. 411) to provide a clerk
to the Committee on Education; to the Committee on Accounts.

By Mr. CONNALLY : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 252) re-
questing the French Republic to repeal, modify, or suspend
the laws, ministerial instructions, and regulations of the French
Republic preventing the immediate disinterment and return to
the United States of America military dead buried in France,
and directing the Secretary of War, upon the French Republie
consenting, to take appropriate action to effect such disinter-
ment and removal to the United States of such bodies in cases
where requests for such removal are made by the nearest of
kin; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 253) de-
claring the war between Germany and the United States to be
at an end; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. KELLER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 254) to re-
lieve the present coal shortage and to provide for the uninter-
rupted production of coal; to the Committee on Appropriations.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 10886) granting a pension
to Rhoda Button; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R, 10887) for the
reflrlef of Itobert Clive Wilcox; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 10888) for the relief of Jacob
L. Malsberry ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. RR. 10889) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Cline; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 10890) granting a pension
to Zittle King; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. HARRELD: A bill (H. R. 10891) to remove the
charge of desertion against Seth A. Welch; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 10892) granting a
pension to Eva R. Meek; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10893) granting a pension to Henriette
Borgstadt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 10894) granting a pension to William Her-
bert Fish; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, KAHN: A bill (H. R. 10895) to aunthorize the ap-
pointment of William Itoberts, major, United States Army,
retired, in the reserve of the United States Public Health Serv-
ice; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. &. 10896) granting a pension to
Martha L. Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 10897) granting a pension
to Roy C. Murray; to the Confmittee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 10898) for the relief of James Y. Whitsitt;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. McKINLEY : A bill (H. R. 10809) granting a pension
to Mary Emma Seabrook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 10900)
granting a pension to Emma Bouse; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 10901) granting a pension to Loulsa
Gladwish; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. NEWTON of Missouri: A bill (H, R. 10902) to com-
pensate the firm of Rothwell Bros. for repair work for the
United States at Jefferson Barracks, Mo.; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 10903) granting a pension
to Flora B. Warren ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 10904) grant-
ing a pension to Sarah Lanham; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 10905) granting an increase
of pension to Elisha Childress; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SANDERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10006) granting
an increase of pension to Emma Swalls; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.
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Also, a.bill. (H. 1. 10807) granting anincrease of pension to|
Zotta Swvalls; to the Committes on.Invalid Pensions.

Also, a hill' (H: R. 10908) granting an increase of pension to:
Jasper: Stoops; to the Comunittee on. Invalid Pensions.

Algo, a. hilll (H R. 10908) granting. a. pension to. Sarah. X
Parks; to the Comniitee on. Invalid' Peasions:

By Mr. SNYDER: A billl (. RR. 10910), granting an inerease:
of pension to Horace B. Case; to the Committee on. Pensions.

Also, a.hill. (H. R. 10911). granting. a. pension. to Mary Hare-.
maker; to the Committee on Invalld. Pensions,

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill' (Hi.R. 10912). granting a, pengion
to. Alice Vietoria Cook; to.the Committee on Invalid, Pensions.

By M. VESTAL: A bill’ (H. R. 10913) granting an increase
of pension: to Nelson Behymer; to the  Commiftee on. Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a hill (EL R: 10014) granting an inerease of. pension.to
Lemuel C. Nicoson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10915) granting a, pension
to .Burton Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions..

BETITIONS; ETE..

Under clause 1' of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and’ referred as follows:

92: By Mi: BACHARACH: Petition of’ Henry J. MeOracken
Branch, Friends of Irish Freedom, of Newark, N. J., commend-
ing-aetion of those Senators who snpported! Lodge reservations
to the league of nations; to the Committee on: Foreign Affairs,

93. By Mr. CURRY of California: Petition of* Citrus Heights
Friends Church; of® Fairoaks; Calif., protesting against mili-
tarism; to thie Committee on Military Affairs.

94: Also, petition of' Sacramento Parior- No. 3; Native Sons
of the Golden West, of! Sacramento,, Calif,, opposing all organi-
zations favoring overthrow of the Government of the United
States to the Committee on the Judiciary.

95; Also; petition of State Association of County Horticul-
tural’ Commissioners of ' California requesting adequate appro-
priation for-continuance of grape experimental stations; to the
Gommittee on Agriculture.

96. By Mr. GALLIVAN : Petition of' Massachusetts: Branch,
Ameriean Legion, forwarding: resol'utlcms adopted: at conven-
tion held at Worcester, Mass,, October 15 and 16, 1919; to the
Committee on Military Affairs:

97, By Mr. HULINGS: Petition of HE. Riehardson Division,
282, Brotherhood of' Loeomotive Engineers, concerning railroad
legislation; to the- Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
meree,

98: By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of Union of
Technical Men, New York Local No. 37, opposing antistrike
railroad legislation; to the- Committee om Interstate: and For-
eign Commerce.

99. By Mr. KETTNER; Petition of El Centro Post, American
Legion, indorsing action of' congressional investigation commit-
tee; toothe Select Cominittes on Hxpenditures in the War Des
partment:

100, Also, petition of Cigar Makers' Union: No. 832, of San
Diego, Calif,, relative to- Cummins: bill; to the- Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce;

101. By: Mr. LDINTHICUM: Petitionn of Women Suffrage
Tieague of Maryland; favoring contimuance of Women’s- Bureau
in. District of Columbia and its- establisliment in’ other citiés;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

102. Alse, petition of’ Will Blair, of Baltimore, M., urging
bonus for soldiers; to thie Committee-on Military Affairs.

103, Alse, petiﬂon of Walter Green Post No: 14 of' Balti-
more, Md., concerning radleal elements and mob' violenee in
the United. Statess to the Committee on the Judieiary.

104. By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition: of Champaign-Urbana
Typographical Union No. 44, urging Congress to adjust dif-
ferences between miners. and, operators; to: the Committee on
Mines and Mining,

105. By, Mr. MADDEN: Petition of sundry citizens: of; the
Distriet of Columbia; presenting statements relative: to the
charges of educational. and administrative- inefliciency. agaihst
I{oacoe C, Bruce; to the Comm[ttee on the District. of Columbif

by, Mr, ;. Petition. of Union. of Technieal
v opposlhg antistrike railroad legis-
lation ; to the Cammxttea on. Interstate and: Foreign Commerce.

107, By AMr. REED of West Virginia: Petition. of Division
No. 190, Brotherhood of Railway Conductors, Graffon, W. Va.,
opposing Cummins and Esch-Pomerene bills;. to. the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

108. By Mr. SINCLATR: Petition of Carpenters’ Union 1176, |

of Fargo, N. Dak., protesting against. the antistrike provisions ||
of’ the pending railroad legislation; to the Committee on Inter-
stute and Foreign' Commerce.

109. By- Mr. STEENERSON.: Petition. of Minnesota. Public
Health Association in favor of an appropriation for Investiga-
tion of the causes; medes of transmission, prevention and: cure

‘of influenza, pneumonia, and allied diseases; to the Committee

son. Agriculture,
110.. By. Mr.. TEMPLE: Petition of: Chartiers: Presbyterian

‘Church, Canonsburg, Pa., urging an amendment to the preamble

of the Constitution of tha United States; to the Commitiee on
the Judiciary.,

SENATE:
Frivay, December 5, 1919!
" (Fegistalive day of Thursday, Decembier 4, 1919.)

The Senate met at 12!o0'clock noon, on the expiration of the
recess.

Wirtrax P, Kmey, a Senator from- the State of* Arkansas,
and JosepH'H. RANsDELL, o Senator from the State of Louisinma,
appeared- in: their-seats to«lay.

REPORT OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE (H. DOC. NO.. 486)..

The VICE.PRESIDENT laid before-the Senate a.communica-
tion from, the Secretary ofi the: Treasury,, transmitting the an-
nual repert of the-Surgeon General of: the Public Health Service

for the fiseal . year 1919; which,was referred to the Committee on

Public Health and National Quarantine.
COTTON BTATISTICSE.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate'a commumica-
tion from the Secretary of Agrienlture, transmitting; pursuant
to law, itemized' statements showing receipts-and. disbursements
under section 0 of thie act of'March 4, 1919, for-classification of
cotton' o future exchanges and investigations and quotations
of cotton prices at spot markets from March I to Oetober 31,
1919, which; with the accompanying  paper; was reférred to the
Committee- on: Agriculture and  Forestry, and ordered: to be
printed.

PURCHASE OF TYPEWRITERS (H, DOC. NO. 460).,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid, before the Senate a.communica-
tion: from the Secretary. of Agriculture,, transmitting;, pursuant
to. law, a. statement. of the number of typewriters and other
labor-saving devices: purchased and exchanged during:the fiscal
year 1919, which, with, the accompanying paper, was.referred. to
the Ge?imm.ittee on. Agriculture: and. Forestry and ordem(l to. be
printed.

REPORT OF" WAR: MINERALS RELIEER COMMISSION (n..l:m:. NOi. 4T3);

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before-the-Senate a communica-
tion from- the Seeretary of' the Interior, transmitting, parsuant
to law, the repert of the-War Minerals Relief: Commission rela-
tive to-the adjustment’ off certnin: losses: sustained- in tlie- pro-
duction- off manganese; clirome, pyrites; or tungsten during: a
given time embraced in the period of' thie war, which, with the
accompanying’ paper, was reférred: to.tlie- Committee on Mines
and Minibg and ordered: to be printed.

SALT BIVER.INDIANX BESERVATION: (H. D@€, N0, 474).,

The: VICE PRESIDENT laid before the-Senate a commmnica-
tion from the Secretary-of the Interior; transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report relative to the:construction of a bridge across
the Salt River, on the Salt River-Indian Reservation; near Lehi,
Marieopi, County,, Ariz, whieh, with. the acecompanying; paper,
was referred to the Committee on Indian: Affairs and: ordml to
be: printed.

HOUSING: FOR! WAR NERDS: (HI DOO.. NO; 475).

Tlie VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate-a communicas
tion from* the Seeretary of the Interior, transmitting; pursnant
to law, certain information relative: to- ther Housing- for- war
needs, together with a statement showing. the receipts from
rentals extension of' the Capitol Grounds for the period’ of
March 5, 1919, to December 1, 1919; which; with the aceompany-
ing paper, was referred to the Committee om. Public Buildings
and Grounds and ordered to be printed:

' FEDERAL. BOARD FOR VOCATIONAL. EDUCATION. '

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the: Senate a, communieas
tion from the chairman of the Federal Board for Voeational

 Bdueation, transmitting, pursuant to law, an itemized. aceount

of expenditures from. July 1 to September: 20, 1919; inelusive;
which; with the accompanying papery was referred to the: Coms

 mittee-om Appropriations and. ordered tobe printed.

RATLROAD CONTROL.

The Senate, as jn Committes of the Whole, resumed the con:
|sideration of the bill' (8. 3288) further to regulate commerce
‘among-thte States and’ with foreign pations and to amend an act
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